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INTRODUCTION 


1. Purpose 


The social-economic profile (SEP) is meant to provide background on socio- 
economic factors, infrastructure, and Bureau of Land Management relation- 
ships in the study area for BLM's State and District planning staffs. The 
special focus of all SEP's is the relation of the aforementioned data to 
national resource lands. Manual 1606 provides a procedural outline for 
the SEP. The data compiled in the SEP is to be used specifically for 
Planning Area Analysis (1607) and the Management Framework Plan (1608). 


2. The Social-Economic Profile Area 


The social-economic profile area (SEPA), known as the Denver Region, is 

a collection of twelve front range counties: Adams, Arapahoe, Boulder, 
Clear Creek, Denver, Douglas, Elbert, Gilpin, Jefferson, Larimer, Morgan, 
and Weld (see shaded area, Map |). Four of the State's planning and 
management regions are involved in this report. All of Region 2 (Northern 
Front Range), which consists of Larimer and Weld counties, and Region 3 
(Denver Metro), made up of Adams, Arapahoe, Boulder , Clear Creek, Denver, 
Douglas, and Jefferson Counties, are included. Morgan County (Region 1, 
the South Platte Valley) and Elbert (Region 5, High Plains or East Cen- 
tral Region) are also included in the SEPA. 


The rationale behind the choice of these counties for one study area is 
that most of them are a part of the Denver Coal Basin (see Map (V0. # The 
coal basin runs through counties in three BLM planning units: Pawnee 
(Larimer, Weld, and Morgan), Front Range (Boulder, Clear Creek, Denver, 
Douglas, Gilpin, and Jefferson), and Denver Basin (Adams, Arapahoe, and 
Elbert), although it does not include every county in every unit. All 

of these planning units are in the Northeast Resource Area (Golden Office) 
of the Canyon City District. 


3. Criteria For Analysis 


The Denver Basin counties do not share any unique characteristics. The 
geographic area based on a common natural resource excludes Clear Creek 
and Gilpin Counties. The counties do not share like socio-economic char- 
acteristics. All are within the influence of the Denver trade area, but 
that overextends the SEPA. 


In the course of gathering data, it was often noticed that Morgan County 
shares socio-economic similarities with the other counties of Region #1, 
rather than with the SEPA. Also, Douglas County has more in common with 
rural Elbert County than with the Denver metro area; however, this wil] 
change as the urban area continues to expand. 


One basic contrast exists and will be repeatedly stressed throughout this 
study. This is the urban-rural contrast, which can be further broken down 
into rural fram and rural non-farm. Within rural non-farm is the geogra- 
phic mountain-plains dicotomy. 


In addition to a great socio-economic diversity, the Denver region supports 
the most urbanized and consequently most populated area in the State. Rather 
than go into great detail with certain data, due to the great quantity of 
data available, a reference is often given which allows the reader to pur- 
sue more specific information when needed or desired. For a one-page sum- 
mary of data for each county, refer to the county data sheets in Appendix. 


4, Acknowledgements 


It is impossible to name all of the people who helped make this report. I 
would like to thank the people with BLM, especially Ed Parson, Doug Douglas 
(State Office), and Barry Cushing (Area Office). The other key people in- 
volved with data gathering included members of the twelve-county planning 
offices (or equivalent). The State Planning Library and staff were extremely 
helpful also. 


Economic Regions in Colorado 










Julesburg 
SEDGWICK 


PHILLIPS 


MOFFAT 



















@ Sterling 









Steamboat 
Springs e 


e 
Holyoke 








12 GRAND 


Hot Sulphur Springs 
td) 






RIO BLANCO 






© Rangely Meeker @ 


Glenwood 
Rifle e springs 





EAGLE 



















@ Eagle Georgeto¥ 
2SUMMI 


Breckenridge 










GARFIELD 





KIT CARSON 












Burlington © 







MESA PITKIN 


Aspene 
























. e@ 
© Fruita Leadville 


Grand Junction 
€ 








EL PASO 









CHEYENNE 












Colorado Springs 
e 


@ Cripple Creek 





Buena Vista 4 
CHAFFEE 


GUNNISON 









Cheyenne Wells @ 
















Salida _ FREMONT 


“13 


MONTROSE Gunnison 


Montrose e 1 0 a 













PUEBLO CROWLEY 





Canon City e 
Florence e 












SAGUACHE 












@ Pueblo away 


PROWERS 
@ Lamar 





BENT 



















eel ae 
Westcliffe 























SAN MIGUEL 









e@ 
Las Animas 


HINSDALE 


° Rocky Forde 
Lake City 


Saguache @ 





@ 
La Junta 
























Telluridee 


if 








e DOLORES 
Dove Creek 













HUERFANO 


Waisenburg 
e 


e 
Creede 







OTERO 





re) ALAMOSA 
Del Norte @Monte Vista 


Alamos 
RIO GRANDE | ~@"°S4 





MINERAL 
















MONTEZUMA LA PLATA LAS ANIMAS 


















9 














Cortez 
e 


@ 
Springfield 



















Durango 
@ 


ARCHULETA 
@ 
Pagosa Springs 


COSTILLA 
San Luis 
@ 


CONEJOS 















@ Trinidad 





Conejos 


1. SOCIAL-ECONOMIC FACTORS 


Analysis of social and economic data encompasses these areas: Social fac- 
tors stressing population characteristics; industrial activity in the coun- 
ty and regional context; and a summary of trends and issues currently sig- 
nificant in the SEPA. 


The important contrast to be noted is that of the urban-rural differences 
between the counties in the SEPA. We are dealing with Colorado's most 
urbanized area, the Denver SMSA (Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area), 
which includes five of the SEPA Counties (Adams, Arapahoe, Boulder, Denver, 
and Jefferson). Of these counties, all but Denver include rural popula- 
tions (both farm and non-farm). Denver serves as the major business, 
financial, governmental, and administrative center between the Missouri 
River and the West Coast. Thus, the Denver SMSA has a considerable in- 
fluence on the other counties in Colorado. 


In contrast, Douglas, Elbert, Larimer, Morgan, and Weld Counties are pre- 
dominantly agricultural counties. Weld is one of the leading agricultural 
counties in the entire country. Clear Creek and Gilpin Counties, on the 
other hand, are sparsely populated rural mountain areas. 


A. Social Factors Analysis 


Emphasized here are basic population characteristics, including data on: 
Population structure, housing, income, employment, consumption, and invest- 
ment patterns, attitudes, values, finance, and land use. 


1]. Population 


Numbers - The SEPA population of 1,455,232 for 1970 represented 65% 
of the total population for the State. The Denver SMSA represents 84% 
of the SEPA. According to 1975 projections, the SEPA represents 68% of 
the State population, an increase of 3%. This signifies that in addition 
to containing two-thirds of the State population, the SEPA is growing 
faster than the remainder of the State, with the Denver SMSA leading the 
growth in numbers. 


Table | enumerates population trends in a county-by-county breakdown with 
Figures for the Denver SMSA, the SEPA, the SEPA, the State, and the 11 
western states! for comparison. The projections indicate that the popu- 
lation has increased at least 25% in most counties stnce 1970. The 1975 
projections appear to be fairly consistent with individual county data. 
(The percentage change 1960-1970 can be directly compared to the 1970- 
1980 change, but only indirectly with the 1970-1975 change, due to the 
differences in time periods.) 


A Se SNS 


l 
The I] western states, the main states containing BLM National Resource 


Lands (excluding Alaska), consist of Arizona, California, Colorado, 
Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming, 
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TABLE T 


POPULATION TRENDS: PAST, PRESENT, FUTURE 







































































































































































































l/ l/ % Change 

COUNTY 1960 1970 | _ 1960-1970 1975 1970-1975 1980 1970-1980 
ADAMS 120,296 185,789 54 230,254 24 279 ,069 50 
ARAPAHOE 113,426 162,142 43 207 748 28 259 ,320 59 
BOULDER 74,254 131,889 78 177 ,760 34 232 ,965 76 
CLEAR CREEK 2,793 4,819 73 7,270 51 10,497 117 
DENVER 493,887 514,678 4 568,540 10 623,746 21 
DOUGLAS 4,816 8,407 75 13,184 57 19,812 135 
ELBERT 3,708 3,903 5 4,873 24 5 957 52 
GILPIN 685 1,272 86 1,880 47 2,684 1 
JEFFERSON 127,520 233,031 83 319,523 37 423 ,663 81 
LARIMER 53,343 89,900 121,287 34 159,261 77 
MORGAN 21,192 20,105 18 27 ,829 38 
WELD 72,344 89,297 25 140,625 57 
DENVER SMSA 929,383 | 1,227,529 24 1,503,825 22 1,818,763 48 
SEPA 1,088,264 | 1,445,232 32 1,788,399 23 2,185,428 5] 
COLORADO 1,753,947 | 2,207,259 26 2,631,948 19 3,227,718 46 
11 WESTERN STATES | 27,193,698 | 33,737,365. 24 NALS NAA. N.A. NA. 


eee BLM Socio-Economic Data Systems (based on U.S. Census Data, 1970). 
Colorado Division of Planning, Colorado County Population Estimates--1970 to 1980: Methods and Results . 


N.A. - Not Available. 5 


Several significant factors are illustrated in Table |. In the Denver 
SMSA, the population of suburban counties has increased the most dur- 

ing the past fifteen years, with Jefferson County leading the population 
boom. A move to the suburbs, together with the decline of the core city, 
has been the national trend for the sixties. Denver's 4% population gain, 
as shown, would have been an almost 5% population loss if no annexations 
had taken place during the decade.2 


Many rural counties experienced major population increases also, especially 
Clear Creek, Douglas, and Gilpin. In counties with small populations, 
growth percentages exaggerate the actual numerical significance of the 
increase in population that occurs in comparison to more populated SEPA 
counties. These counties have experienced growth due to their aesthetic 
qualities in combination with location on the periphery of the Denver 
Metropolitan area. 


Growth in Larimer County focuses around the Fort Collins-Loveland area; 
this being a smaller city than Denver, but still a major trade center 
for north central Colorado and parts of southern Wyoming. 


The only county to experience an actual decline in population in the 
1960-1970 decade was Morgan County. The entire Northeastern Colorado 
Region has experienced a fairly steady out-migration in the period from 
1930 to the late 1960's.3 Morgan County has been illustrative of this 
trend. 


Table Il provides a list of towns in the SEPA according to population. 
The Denver SMSA has the greatest number of large communities. Gilpin 
and Elbert Counties contain no towns as large as 1,000 in population. 
Central City, the county seat of Gilpin County, had a population of 
228 in 1970; Kiowa, the Elbert County county seat, had 235. Simla was 
Elbert County's largest town with a 1970 population of 460. 


Migration Patterns - Census data indicates that a major proportion 
-of population changes are a result of migration. Most of Colorado's in- 
crease in population is a result of in-migration from other states or 
countries. Within a given region, certain patterns occur, including the 
movement from the city to the suburbs previously mentioned. Another 
migration trend is that of rural to urban. This appears to be the 
explanation for the out-migration trend in northeastern Colorado, a 
predominantly rural region. Table II! illustrates the components of 
resident population change for the 1970 to 1975 period. Note the sig- 
nificance of migration in comparison to birth and death rates. Compar- 
ison of this most recent growth to the growth trends summarized on Table 
| further substantiates the significance of rapid growth to the SEPA 
counties. Growth to the Denver SMSA is largely a result of such in- 
migration. The largest increase in in Jefferson County, which gained 


2 
The Denver Planning Office, Denver: The Core City, 1974. 


Northeastern Colorado Council of Governments, Comprehensive Plan 
for the Northeastern Colorado Region, September 1974, p. 8. 
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TOWN 


Aurora 
Boulder 
Denver 


Lakewood 


Arvada 
Commerce City 
_ Englewood 
Fort Collins 
Greeley 
Littleton Southeast (U) 
Littleton 
Longmont 
Loveland 
North Glenn 
Thornton 
Westminster 


Wheatridge 


TOWNS: 


TABLE I] 
BY 1970 POPULATION 


POPULATION 


750,000 
74,974 
66,870 

514,678 
92,787 
0-50,000 
46,814 
17,407 
33,095 
43 ,337 
38,902 
ae aes hes 
26,466 
23,209 
16,220 
21 93 
13,326 
19,432 
29,/95 


COUNTY 


Adams & Arapahoe 
Boulder 
Denver 


Jefferson 


Adams & Jefferson 
Adams 

Arapahoe 

Larimer 

Weld 

Arapahoe 
Arapahoe 

Boulder 

Larimer 

Adams 

Adams 

Adams & Jefferson 


Jefferson 


TOWNS: BY 1970 POPULATION (CONT. ) 


TOWN POPULATION COUNTY 


2 ,500-10,000 


Brighton 8,309 Adams - 
Broomfield 7,261 Boulder & Jefferson 
Brush Opole Morgan 
Cherry Hills Village 4,605 Arapahoe 
Edgewater 4,866 Jefferson 
Evans 2,570 Weld 

Fort Morgan 7,594 Morgan 
Golden 9,817 Jefferson 
Greenwood Village 230/8 Arapahoe 
Lafayette 3,498 Boulder 
Sheridan 4,787 Arapahoe 
Westminster East (U) 7 5246 | Adams 


1,000-2,500 


Berthoud 1,446 Larimer 
Castle Rock 1,531 Douglas 
Estes Park 1,616 Larimer 
Evergreen (U) PAAR Jefferson 
Federal Heights lvoe Adams 

Fort Collins West (U) 1,693 Larimer 
Fort Lupton 2,489 Weld 

Idaho Springs 2,003 Clear Creek 
Windsor 1,564 Weld 





SOURCE: U.S. Census, General Population Characteristics, 1970. 


TABLE III 
COMPONENTS OF ESTIMATED RESIDENT POPULATION CHANGE 


1970-1975 
COUNTY BIRTHS DEATHS NET IN MIGRATION TOTAL CHANGE 
Adams 18,101 5,061 31,425 44,465 
Arapahoe 12,430 5,468 | 38,644 45,606 
Boulder 13,329 5,096 37 ,638 45 ,871 
Clear Creek 432 212 en233 2,453 
Denver 50,281 29503) Sea911 53,861 
Douglas 650 347 4,474 4,777 
Elbert 128 250 1,091 . 969 
Gilpin 75 66 599 540 
Jefferson 18,860 7,998 754032 86,494 
Larimer 9,14] 4,366 26,613 31,388 
Morgan 13 352 E189 3,408 3,62] 
Weld 8,982 4,197. 1.272 7 2a5057 
Denver SMSA 113,001 52,954 21652 50 276,297 
SEPA 133,761 633531 272,940 343,102 
Colorado 196 ,506 101,274 S76.157 0 471,389 


a a nS nC eS ee 


SOURCE: Colorado Division of Planning, Colorado County Population Estimates -- 1970 to 1980: 
Methods and Results. 
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75,632 people through in-migration in the past five years. Recall that 
Denver's in-migration is due to annexation, rather than actual moves 
into the older area. The only county that does not have significant 
in-migration in comparison to its actual population is Morgan County 
(see explanation above). 


Population Density and Distribution - Table IV reflects the com- 


plexity of the SEPA counties with population densities ranging from 
rural Elbert County's two persons per square mile to urban Denver's 
5,418 persons per square mile. The urban SMSA counties carry the 
largest population and population densities. Urban in this case is 
defined by the Census Bureau: ''The urban population comprises all 
persons living in urbanized areas and in places of 2,500 inhabitants 
or more outside urbanized areas.'! 


The Denver SMSA, Larimer, Morgan, and Weld Counties have significant 
urban populations, as illustrated in both Tables || and IV. Within 
the SMSA, only Denver (being both a city and a county) has no rural 
population. 


Eastern portions of Adams and Arapahoe Counties share characteristics 

of rural Elbert and Morgan Counties. Portions of Boulder and Jeffer- 

son Counties also contain significant rural populations. Larimer and 
Weld Counties are generally rural with the exception of the Fort Collins- 
Greeley area. All counties containing rural populations have a signifi- 
cant (a minimum 8% of the total rural population) farm population with 
the exception of the two mountain counties, Clear Creek and Gilpin. 

Note the large portion of farm population in Weld County (14,665), 

a leading agricultural county for the nation. 


The migration trends discussed earlier can be seen in looking at the 
percent changes over the 1960 - 1970 decade. Adams and Arapahoe lost 

a significant amount of rural people through the increasing urbaniza- 
tion of the western portions of the counties. Morgan County lost pop- 
ulation during that decade. Morgan's rural farm population declined 
18% while the urban population for the County increased by 55% during 
the same period. The choice of urban over rural residence is often 

one of necessity, as in the case of the farmers in the Niwot area, 
northeast of Boulder, who can no longer afford the taxes on their land 
and are forced to sell out to subdividers. Douglas County farmers have 
begun to feel similar pressures as the Denver metro area expands south- 
ward. On a national scale, rural farm poe See are decreasing due 
to the economic pressures facing small farmers. Most of the SEPA coun- 
ties reflect this trend. 
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TABLE IV 
POPULATION DENSITY: URBAN-RURAL MIX 
















































































URBAN RURALTOTA SRT EARE 
1960-1970 1960-1970 1960-1970 
ADAMS 173,893 94 64 11,896 3,569 a5 
ARAPAHOE 158,058 97 52 4,084 886 -46 
BOULDER 102,602 78 29,287 3,738 5 
CLEAR CREEK seal 0 4,819 70 N.A. 
DENVER 514,678 we ek # 
DOUGLAS x 8,407 1,070 16 
ELBERT ws 3,903 1,533 -28 
GILPIN ke 1,272 51 NLA. 
JEFFERSON 208,991 24,040 1,901 6 
LARIMER 59,557 30,343 4,571 AF 
MORGAN 10,971 9,134 4,362 -18 
WELD 41,472 47 ,825 14,665 -24 
SEPA 98 | 1,270,222 175,010 36,416 7 
COLORADO 21 4733-311 473,948 3 103,765 -18 





SOURCE: BLM Socio-Economic Data Systems. 
U.S. Census - General Social and Economic Characteristics-1960, 1970. 
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Map Il is a schematic representation of potential growth areas in the 
SEPA, based on present growth, approved subdivision proposals, and 
planning goals of the individual counties. The data represented on 
this map should be viewed only as a suggestion for probable growth. 


Several approaches to growth management are seen within the SEPA. 
Most counties have developed comprehensive plans or similar studies 
in which goals and objectives with respect to growth are considered. 
County planning includes the very unstructured policy of approving 
subdivision requests as they come in, each based on its own merits. 
Such is the current policy in Arapahoe, Douglas, Elbert, and Gilpin 
Counties. 


Adams County has just published a comprehensive plan which includes 

general land use and basic county goals. The planners maintain that 
the plan is meant to be a useful too] and guide for both long-range 

planning and day-to-day decision making. 


Larimer and Weld Counties, on the other hand, have specific urban 
growth policies. Weld County presents a planned growth policy based 
on a pattern of ring growth around existing towns; growth will be dis- 
couraged elsewhere in the County. Larimer County has a similar but 
less restrictive policy in which ''all new urban development shall be 
located either within the designated general service area of a 

or towns or within an area approved by the County as a node." 


Boulder has produced one of the most voluminous of studies, Exploring 
Options for the Future: A Study of Growth in Boulder County, which 
consists of ten specific volumes. This County has faced considerable 
pressure from nosgrowth advocates in recent years. 


It should be pointed out that no plan is permanent or infallible. Most 
of these counties have just begun planning in any form within the past 
few years. Plans are often outdated by the time they are published or 
soon after. An example is Douglas County's Land Use Plan of April 23, 
1974. It was voided on February 11, 1975 due to political pressures 
exerted by large land owners in the county. 


Age and Sex Distribution - The population pyramids on the following 
pages Sine to illustrate age and sex distribution on a county-by-county 


basis. The state distributions are on the last pyramid to serve as a 


SS 


5 


The Larimer County Land Use Policy Plan: An Element of the Larimer 
County Comprehensive Plan. Second draft - March 1975. 
6 


Personal communication, Bill Noe, Douglas County Planning Director. 


The population pyramids are based on 1970 census data. 
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| MAP IL 


GROWTH TRENDS (schematic) 
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basis of comparison. Remember to keep in mind the actual population of 
each county when looking at the age and sex distribution percentages. 


General trends to be aware of in interpretation of the population pyra- 
mids include the tendency of women to outlive men; hence, the heavier 
concentration of women on the top of the pyramid. 


Another trend that often exists in rural areas is the out-migration of 
young people in the 15 - 30 age groups. At the same time, a county 

such as Larimer, which has a reasonably small total population, shows 

an impressive 15 - 30 age group, due to its large university population. 
Boulder does not reveal the same contrast because of its greater socio- 
economic diversification. Diversification is related to the population 
of the area. Certain threshold populations are necessary to support 
certain economic activities. At the same time, the population make-up 
of an area is highly reflective of the economic opportunities that are 
available. 


Note the similarities shared by the suburban SMSA counties and how these 
counties differ from the densely populated city and county of Denver. 
Denver shows a lack of residents itn the child-rearing ages. [t is a 
common part of the life cycle for families who have any degree of 
mobility to live in the suburbs, while the young singles and the elderly 
are housed in the city. 


Many comparisons and conclusions can be made from this data; however, a 
background on the other social and economic features of the area in ques- 
tion is necessary. It is suggested that the reader come back to the age 
and sex distribution issue after having delt with the rest of the report. 
Ethnic Composition - Table VI gives a breakdown of ethnic charac- 
teristics of the SEPA population. The only generally significant minority 
group is that of the Spanish surname population. The very sparsely popu- 
lated rural counties tend toward anglo populations. Denver and the metro 
area counties support the only significant black population in the SEPA. 
In Colorado, as elsewhere, the minority populations tend to have lower 
incomes. . 


The section on income shows the breakdown for the Spanish surname popu- 
lation. Data regarding the black population is not portrayed because 
of its concentration in the city of Denver. It is unlikely that BLM 
resource planning and management actions will have significant impact 
on Denver. 


2. Housing 
Data on housing is plentiful in the U.S. Census Reports, as well .as 
in counties with significant populations to cause housing pressures. Such 


data is also continually changing. For the purpose of this study, general 
housing data is sufficient for an overview of the situation in each county. 
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COUNTY 
ADAMS 
ARAPAHOE 
BOULDER 
CLEAR CREEK 
DENVER 
DOUGLAS 
ELBERT 
GILPIN 
JEFFERSON 
LARIMER 
MORGAN 
WELD 
DENVER SMSA 
SEPA 
COLORADO 


TOTAL 


POPULATION 


185,789 
162,142 
131,889 
4,819 
514,678 
8,407 
3,903 
A eeee 
Ca0s03) 
89,900 
20,105 
S9,297 


,2e) 20 
1,445,232 
2,207 ,259 


TABLE VI 


ANGLO 
155,191 
151,337 
121,525 

4,781 
449,553 
8,339 
3,866 
1,263 
221,366 

82,644 

17,702 

73,973 
937,238 


1,291,540 
1,831,723 


ETHNIC CHARACTERISTICS: 
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1970 


% ANGLO 


83 
93 
a2 
99 
87 
99 
99 
ao 
94 
9] 
88 
82 
76 
89 
82 


SPANISH 


26,277 
8,300 
8,292 

a 
N.A. 

86,345 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
9,714 
6,017 
Reco 

135 752 

138,928 
160,922 


286 ,467 


% SPANISH 
14 
5 
6 
NAA. 
16 
N.A. 
N.A. 


15 
1] 
1] 
TZ 


ETHNIC CHARACTERISTICS: 1970 (CONT. 


ake een SAS 





COUNTY BLACK i BLACK INDIAN % INDIAN ALL OTHERS = ALL. OTHERS. 
ADAMS 1,355 2] 571 “1 2,395 2] 
ARAPAHOE 729 21 4A7 21 1,329 rh 
BOULDER 664 ag 231 21 1,177 Ls a 
CLEAR CREEK 2 28 <1 9 Fo 
DENVER 47,011 9 2,635 <] 6,845 
DOUGLAS 24 28 29 21 15 a 
ELBERT 4 os 12 <] 7 ae 
GILPIN 3 Ry 3 Bes 3 Zz] 
JEFFERSON | 405 4 464 21 1,082 Aun 
LARIMER 280 21 149 eA 810 rae 
MORGAN 2] 21 46 <1 1 a} 
WELD 225 <] 163 2] 1,184 

DENVER SMSA 50,164 ogee ee a5 TED neg es os ae 
SEPA 50,722 3 4,570 a, 14,971 
COLORADO 66,274 3 8,112 z1 14,683 oa 


en eee re ee a os ee ee 


SOURCE: U.S. Census, General Population Characteristics, 1970. 


All others includes: Japanese, Chinese, Filipino, and "All Other" as defined by the U.S.Census, 1970. 
al 


N.A. - Not Available (Data not separated from Anglo in counties where Spanish population does not exceed 400.) 


== 


Communities with sizable populations often have their own housing 
studies. Also, the regional council of governments in Regions I, 
2, and 3 have assembled data on housing in both local and regional 
contexts. 


Table VII, General Housing Characteristics, indicates the distribution 


of housing in two contexts; urban/rural and owner/renter. Note the 
distinction between total housing units and total occupied units. To 
calculate the total number of year-round occupied units, add the num- 
ber of renter-occupied units to the number of owner-occupied units. 


The number of vacant-seasonal and migratory units is significant in 
two situations. Counties with mountain acreage often contain a large 
number of summer recreation homes; such is the case in Boulder, Clear 
Creek, Jefferson, and Larimer Counties. Gilpin County, although a 
mountain county, has an insignificant number of seasonal units. There 
are two probable reasons: (1) Much of the county is National Forest 
land and, (2) there is a scarcity of goods and services in the county. 


The second source of seasonal homes is the heavy agricultural area of 
Larimer, Morgan, and Weld Counties. This is due to the seasonality 
of labor needs. Migrant workers come in when needed, and some farmers 
have two residences, one in town and one out on the farm. Note the 
significance of the notation ''occupied rural farm.'' 


Value of homes and contract rents serve to give an idea of age and 
availability (supply and demand) of units in the area. 


The existence of plumbing facilities is an indicator of the quality 
of the unit. Number of rooms and number of persons also serve as 
indicators of housing conditions. Census data exists in more detail 
on all of these indicators. 


An illustration of housing inventory changes by tenure April 1, 1970 

to April 1, 1974, Table VIIl, is self-explanatory. Table IX introduces 
projected requirements to 1980. As one would expect, housing inventory 
changes and projections follow population growth trends. Housing prob- 
lems are more complicated than supply in numbers since different socio- 
economic groups require different types of housing units. Income, family 
size, taste, and preference are all reflected in housing choices. Thus, 
the proportions of a population in a given area of differing socio- 
economic status indicate the types of housing needed. The common 
difficulty is that the low income group gets the oldest, most substan- 
dard housing in the area, that being the cheapest. Public housing 

today often remains inadequate, despite continuing efforts towards 
improvement. Notice the small number of public housing units con- 
structed on Table VIII. Only Adams (44), Boulder (292), Denver (400), 
Larimer (261), Morgan (86), Weld (60) Counties constructed public 
housing units in the period from April 1, 1970 to April 1, 1974. 
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ADAMS. 
TOTAL POPULATION 185 ,789 
TOTAL HOUSING UNITS 51,457 
Year-Around Housing Units 51,433 
Rural 35652 
Occupied Rural Farm 1,065 
Vacant-Seasonal & Migrator 24 
LACKING SOME OR ALL PLUMBING 7 
FACILITIES (Year-Around Units) 696 
ONE PERSON HOUSEHOLDS 
All Occupied Units 4,489 





OWNER OCCUPIED 37 ,603 
Median Value ($) 16,900 
RENTER OCCUPIED 12,421 
Median Contract Rent ($) 117 
MEDIAN NUMBER OF ROOMS 
Owner 
Renter 
MEDIAN NUMBER OF PERSONS 
Owner 


Renter 


GENERAL HOUSING CHARACTERISTICS 


ARAPAHOE BOULDER 
162,142 131,889 
48,919 44,307 
48,915 43,436 
1,346 1O 5205 
264 1,202 

4 87] 

SY" 1,703 


5 sJ0e 6 5983 
34,481 25,010 
22,300 21,900 
13,048 15,844 

125 123 


oY he 


CLEAR CREEK 


4,784 
25003 
2,231 
25e3 
29 
274 


273 


302 
1,110 
15,500 
515 

87 


DENVER _ DOUGLAS 
514,678 8,416 
193,754 2,682 
1933/04 2,650 
--- 2,650 
--- 338 
a7 oz 
7,726 111 
49,652 290 


93,149 1,786 
16,800 22,100 
92,182 634 
93 78 
Eas, 
6.0 
4.7 
Ry 
3.4 
Zia 


TOTAL POPULATION 
TOTAL HOUSING UNITS 
Year-Around Housing Units 
Rural 
Occupied Rural Farm 
Vacant-Seasonal & Migrator 


LACKING SOME OR ALL PLUMBING 
FACILITIES (Year-Sround Units) 


ONE PERSON HOUSEHOLDS 
All Occupied Units 


OWNER OCCUPIED 
Median Value ($) 
RENTER OCCUPIED 
Median Contract Rent ($ 
MEDIAN NUMBER OF ROOMS 
Owner 
Renter 
MEDIAN NUMBER OF PERSONS 
Owner 


Renter 


ELBERT 
3,903 
1,402 
15393 
1,393 

497 


127 
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GENERAL HOUSING CHARACTERISTICS (CONT. ) 





185 


117 





382 
14,000 
87 


JEFFERSON LARIMER 
ais HB He 89 ,900 
72,092 33 ,898 
Ll 5145 Si ton 
8,221 11,504 
622 i357 

947 Fae Ge 
1,415 15000 
7,147 4,682 


50,767 17,465 


22 5300 18,500 
A g550 


125 103 


10,718 


SOURCE: U.S. Census - General Housing Characteristics, Colo., 1970. 
Detailed Housing Characteristics, Colo., 19/0. 





MORGAN 
20,105 
dae 
6,780 
2,806 


7,279 


(ays 


428 


1,101 
3 3OLe 
11,800 
2,422 

68 


WELD 
89,297 
28 896 
28 037 
14,916 
4,252 

859 


ed 


epclae 
T6520 
15,000 
10,394 
8] 

4.9 
See 
4.2 
rae | 
2.8 
ca 


COUNTY 







‘ADAMS 
Owner 

| Rental 
ARAPAHOE 

| Owner 
Rental 
BOULDER 
Owner 

| Rental 
| CLEAR CREER 
Owner 


Rental 


| DOUGLAS 

: Owner 
Rental 

| ELBERT 

| Owner 


Rental 


TABLE VIII 


ESTIMATED CHANGES IN YEAR-ROUND INVENTORY, BY 


TENURE, APRIL 1, 


Total Net 
Additions 


Ee o30 


12,87] 


9,465 
33,233 
18,460 
14,773 
15,869 

9,925 





5944 
son 
47] 





497 
33 


1970 TO APRIL 1, 1974 


entional way tion 


Additions iced bea ones 











16,945(44) 


260 LSU 
925 
Bi, 097 785 32 ,/82 
17,385 260 17,645 
14,612 ayes 
14,011 785 14 ,796(292) 
8,327 260 
5 5684 525 
446 10 | 456 
378 4 382 


24,296 29 ,016( 400) 


6,222 7 5802 


18,074 21,214(400 


343 2 345 


~27 - 


Mobile Homes 


Net 
Additions 


6,176 
5 620 
556 
1,236 
1,075 
161 
1,858 
1,598 
260 
109 
93 

16 
-25 
-17 
98 
129 
110 
19 
181 
154 
27 


COUNTY 
GILPIN 
Owner 
Rental 
JEFFERSON 
Owner 
Rental 
LARIMER 
Owner 
Rental 
MORGAN 
Owner 
Rental 
WELD 
Owner 


Rental 


SOURCE: 


y 


Housing in Colorado, Current Inventory and Needs, April 1 


ESTIMATED CHANGES IN YEAR-ROUND INVENTORY, BY 
TENURE, APRIL 1, 1970 TO APRIL 1, 1974 


~ (CONT. 


Conven | _____Conventional_ Construction ___ Construction, 


Units 
epee mnie ok 


Deleted 

225] 

254 

~3 
33,434 32,465 gE: 
tae 


AR ae 



















33,250 





21,075 20,444 


He 09 12,806 
12,070 9 ,986( 26) 
8,265 Oye! 


3,805 


982 349(86) 

787 1) 

195 2, 
9,665 6 ,768( 60) 
Gyrco 3,499 
ede7, 3 ,269(60) 


» 1974 


obile omes, 


Net 


Additions _ 


26 

22 

4 

969 
891 
78 

2 5604 
250s 
39] 
673 
572 
101 
35217 
2,734 
483 


Colorado State Housing Board and Division of Housing, Dept. of Local Affairs. 


Deletions include housing units lost through demolition, conversion to non- 
residential use, merger, deterioration, abandonment, and destruction by fire, 
flood, or other natural disaster. 


2/ 


Parentheses indicate the number of public housing units included in total. 
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TABLE IX 


PROJECTED HOUSING REQUIREMENTS, BY TENURE 
April 1, 1974 to April 1, 1980 
(Number of Units Required) 







































ccupie 
Household Current & Standard 
Formation & Future Unit 
COUNTY TOTAL In-Migration Vacancy Needs Replacement 
ADAMS 19,640 17 ,800 480 790 
Owner 10,985 10,255 105 265 
Rental 8,655 75545 375 525 
ARAPAHOE 20,380 18,600 520 790 
Owner 10,965 10,325 105 265 
Rental 9,415 8,275 415 525 
| 
BOULDER 23,455 21,000 525 790 
Owner 13,850 13,125 130 265 
Rental 9,605 7,875 395 525 


CLEAR CREEK 
Owner 


Rental 


20 10 
: 10 2 
10 
26,200 1,045 | 
6,705 70 
19,495 975 
35 


20 





DENVER 38,785 


9,305 












Owner 











Rental 29,480 







DOUGLAS 






Owner 


Rental 15 
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ccupie 
Substandard 
Unit 
Replacement 
570 
360 


210 


470 
270 
200 


1,140 
330 
810 


70 
50 
20 


6,840 
970 
5 5870 


80 
50 
30 


Occupied Occupied © 

Household Current & Standard Subs tandar‘ 
Formation & Future Unit Unit 

COUNTY TOTAL In-Migration Vacancy Needs Replacement Replacemen’ 
ELBERT 530 420 10 10 90 
Owner 463 395 5 5 60 
Rental 67 aie 5 7 30 
GILPIN 435 350 2 10 70 
Owner 407 350 5 fa 50 
Rental 28 = ~ 8 20 
JEFFERSON 40,685 38 ,000 945 790 950 
Owner 25,005 23,940 240 265 560 
Rental 15,680 14,060 705 525 390 
LARIMER 15,820 14,210 B25 B15 770 
Owner 10,360 95735 100 165 360 
Rental 5,460 4,475 225 350 410 
MORGAN 30 40 280 
Owner is Nis: 130 
Rental 15 | 25 150 
WELD 113925 10,020 250 325 1,330 
Owner 7,150 6.055 65 110 620 

Rental 4,775 3,665 185 215 710 : 

SOURCE: Housing in Colorado, Current Inventory and Needs, April 1, 1974, 


PROJECTED HOUSING REQUIREMENTS, BY TENURE (CONT. ) 








Colorado State Housing Board and Division of Housing, Department 
of Local Affairs. 

















3. Income 


Average Family and Per Capita Median - In addition to a general 


income breakdown for each county, median, mean, and per capita in- 
comes are given for the major minority population of the SEPA (i.e., 
people of Spanish surname), the rural farm, and rural non-farm popula- 
tions. As indicated by the data on Table X, the predominantly rural 
counties have lower incomes than the Denver metropolitan area. The 
Spanish surname population has a consistently lower income than the 
general population, in all counties, rural farm being lower than 
rural non-farm. The data on Table X is useful as an indicator of 
basic trends mentioned above and for comparisons between counties; 
however, the data itself is five years old in terms of buying power 
or applicability to today's economy. 


Income Distribution - The distribution of income classes varies 
with the nature of the county. The bar graphs of family income char- 
acteristics, based on 1970 census data, include individual graphs on 
the Denver SMSA, the State as a whole, and importantly the State 
broken down into urban, rural non-farm, and rural farm. The graphs 
provide a detailed confirmation of the income trends discussed above. 
The rural counties have the largest percentages of people with in- 
comes below $3,000. The suburban SMSA counties, especially Jefferson 
County, have the highest income classes, while Denver, all urban, 
has noticeably fewer people in higher income classes and more in 
the lower income classes. 


Poverty - The definition of poverty is a controversial issue, 
and even when the terms are settled on, the assigned threshold 
dollar and cents value fluctuates with the economic conditions of 
the nation. Table XII summarizes families under the poverty level 
in 1969. According to the Census Bureau, ''in 1969, the poverty 
thresholds ranged from $1,487 for a female, unrelated individual 65 
years old and over, living on a farm, to $6,116 for a non-farm family 
with a male head and with seven or more persons. The average poverty 
threshold for a non-farm family of four headed by a male was $3,745. 
poverty thresholds are computed on a national basis only." 


Once again, the figures are not as significant as the trends and 
patterns. Note the percentage of poor, out of the total families in 
each county. Rural counties have a higher percentage of poor; in 
addition, a significant percentage of the poor in most of the SEPA 
counties are rural families. The SMSA counties have fewer poor pro- 
portionately. This is misleading, however, as they are the counties 


See U.S. Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Series 


P-23, No. 28, Revision in Poverty Statistics, 1959 to 1968, for 


more information. 
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COUNTY 
ADAMS 
ARAPAHOE 
BOULDER 
CLEAR CREEK 
DENVER 
DOUGLAS 
ELBERT 
GILPIN 
JEFFERSON 
LARIMER 
MORGAN 
WELD 


DENVER SMSA 


COLORADO 





TABLE .X 


INCOME: AVERAGE FAMILY & PER CAPITA 
rz __SPANISH SURNAME 
pee MEDIAN >) (ee MEAN. jo PER CAPLIAS 3) 4 = MEDIANS. — 3] a MEAN sem 

$ 10.409 $ 11,025 $ 2,883 $ 9,147 $ 9,402 
12,063 13,970 3,832 10,040 11,747 
11,196 12,267 3,383 8,433 9,640 

9,686 10,190 3,226 wee NAA. 
9,654 11,440 3,557 7,323 7,907 
11,014 12,160 3,276 N.A, N.A. 
6,872 7,855 2,333 NAA, N.A. 
7,607 8,857 2 830 N.A, NAA. 
12,045 13,218 3,688 10,900 11,437 
8,976 10,070 2 868 7,326 7,670 
7,554 8,492 2,390 6,047 6,578 
8,363 9,361 2,616 6,447 7,198 
10,777 12,156 ey NAA, N.A, 
9,555 10,875 3,118 7,138 7,787 
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PER CAPITA 

S. 2,030 
2,818 
2,406 
N.A. 
1,979 
N.A. 
N.A. 
N.A. 
2.134 
1,831 
1,234 
1,613 


N.A. 


1,843 





INCOME: AVERAGE FAMILY & PER CAPITA (CONT. ) 


Ne ee ee eee ee eee ee eee came neater alg PETERSEN Sa: IRE RR EE a OT a OC EE LSAT 


COUNTY MEDIAN MEAN PER CAPITA MEDIAN MEAN PER CAPITA 


peeeecuun ye Se eR EDIANS EE MBANT ty PER CAPITA § da 2 MEDIAN (Pope fe MEAN Pe eee 

ADAMS $ 8,555 $ 10,189 9) 125957 $ 9,388 $1 10,575 $ s2e932 
ARAPAHOE 8,682 9,247 2,933 113 13,034 35008 
BOULDER 10,064 12,283 os0o7 125039 13,142 6 PS eS 
CLEAR CREEK *x* e! og 55795 9,669 10,129 3,188 
DENVER xk we Kk KR oe *k 

DOUGLAS 9,048 10,843 Seouo Iiaoeo 124578 Sccic 
ELBERT 6,346 7,748 £5500 7,245 13933 2stis 
GILPIN ** = edeleye 7.025 | 8,932 2 5882 
JEFFERSON 1a, 175 3 e030 4,111 1) ,625 13,134 3,032 
LARIMER 8,862 9,836 : 2,834 9,047 10,226 35015 
MORGAN 6,797 Ti 82 2,094 7,440 8,398 2,147 
WELD 6,984 8,188 25303 sired ae) 8,898 25465 
DENVER SMSA N.A. ii N.A. N.A. N.A. N.A. 


COLORADO 7,223 8,674 2,468 8,462 9,745 Lalor, 


ee eee ne Se eee ee ee Sg ee 8 a 


SOURCE: U.S. Census, General Social and Economic Characteristics, 1970. 
iv, a TS Oe | 
N.A. - Not Available. 
2/ 
Not Applicable. 
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RURAL (farm) RURAL (farm) 


COUNTY 
ADAMS 
ARAPAHOE 
BOULDER 
CLEAR CREEK 
DENVER 
DOUGLAS 
ELBERT 
GILPIN 
JEFFERSON 
LARIMER 
MORGAN 


WELD 


DENVER SMSA 


| SEPA 


COLORADO 


No. of Families 
hsn37 
1,905 
1,757 

75 
a a a 
174 
119 
39 
2,462 
25053 
730 
25637 
20; 5/2 
26 , 399 
49,850 


5. 
hy. 
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FAMILIES UNDER POVERTY LEVEL: 


Mean Family 


Income 
$1,941 
1,867 
1,69] 
1,818 
W939 
1,600 
1,503 
L718 
1,870 
1,710 
1,417 
1,642 
N.A. 
N.A. 


1,865 


Tse eee 


% of Poor 
Rural Families 


14 
6 
28 
100 
RK 
100 
100 
100 
14 
42 
a 
65 


N.A. 


N.A. 


30 





yOte POOF 
Spanish 


a 
6 
Ue: 
N.A. 
34 
N.A. 


N.A. 


18 
28 
N.A. 
N.A. 


26 


eee mae Se 6 8 eS Oe ee le 8 Oe ee a ee 8 


SOURCE: 


No 
No 


rs 
> 
ou 


U.S. Census - General Social and Economic Characteristics, 19/0. 


t Available. 
t Applicable. 
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of highest population density and number and, thus, have more families 
below the poverty level. These are the same trends observed on the bar 
graphs. 

Most of the SEPA counties in which a countable number of Spanish surname 
persons reside show high percentages of these people living beneath the 
poverty level. Approximately one-fourth of all the poor in the State are 
of Spanish surname. Clusters of these people are concentrated in Adams, 
Boulder, and Denver in the SMSA, and in Larimer, Morgan, and Weld counties. 
Figures are not available for counties in which fewer than 400 people are 
of this minority group. The four counties in question have very few poor 
to begin with and most are anglo populations. 


- 4. Employment 


Major Economic Sectors - Division of the work force into major econo- 
mic sectors reveals the major strengths and weaknesses of a county or 
region. Table XIII gives a county-by-county breakdown, as well as various 
significant area and regional groupings. A discussion of each sector in 
terms of the work force follows. More detailed discussion of resource- 
oriented sectors can be found in the Resource Industries Analysis of this 
report. 


Agriculture employs a significant portion of the work force in Douglas, 
Elbert, Morgan, and Weld Counties. Note the number of Agriculture and 
Fisheries employees in Adams, Denver, Jefferson, and Larimer Counties, 
which do not show up as large percentages of the work force. Agriculture 
does not lend itself to large numbers of employees today. Weld County is 
one of the top agriculture counties in the country and yet only 15% of the 
work force ts employed in this sector. The national average is under 4% 
which shows that 15% is indeed a large proportion. A county like Elbert, 
which has 37% employed in this sector is not as diversified economical ly 
as most counties are. 


Mining is not an employer of significance except in Clear Creek. Here we 
encounter a situation in which the county is dependent on one major mining 
operation, the Henderson, Molybdenum Mine in Empire, for a third of its 
tax base. The mine employs approximately 600 people today (not all from 
Clear Creek). It is estimated that in twenty-five to thirty-five years 
the mine will close down, which would have a powerful effect on local 
economy if no new income-generating activities are sought. 

Construction employs an average of 6% of the population in the State, as 
well as nationally. The exceptions within the SEPA are three rural coun- 
‘ties: Clear Creek (18%), Gilpin (20%), and Douglas (12%). These counties 
are not very diverse economically, but they have been growing rapidly in 

recent years, which would create construction needs. 


Manufacturing employs approximately 19% nationally and slightly less in 
Colorado. The SMSA and urban counties have the expected rates of employ- 
ment, varying from 15 - 21%. Douglas County has a rate of 16% explained 

by its proximity to the Denver area. Note also that because the population 
of Douglas County is small, 16% amounts to 519 workers, where in other coun- 
ties we are talking about 5,000 - 30,000 workers for a similar percentage. 
As would be expected, the sparsely populated rural counties are involved 
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TABLE XIII 


EMPLOYMENT BY MAJOR ECONOMIC SECTORS 


-39 = 


Labor Force Labor Force Percent All Industry Agriculture and Fisheries 
COUNTY 16 Yrs. Old Participation Unemployment Employment Employment Percent 
ADAMS 75,744 76 3.6 69,284 L723 2 
ARAPAHOE 69,133 76 pled 63,500 760 | 
BOULDER 55,163 70 4,3 52,482 978 2 
CLEAR CREEK 2,074 re: 4.2 1,987 20 l 
DENVER 227,628 76 4.0 212,695 1,655 1 
DOUGLAS Syoolss 75 3.1 3,207 358 1] 
ELBERT ey 78 Key 1502) 570 Sf 
GILPIN 410 56 5.) 389 xx wx 
JEFFERSON 98,106 15 pA 95 ,000 As, l 
LARIMER S650 67 5.4 34,094 25167 6 
MORGAN 7,746 76 3.2 7,497 1,668 22 
WELD 34,901 69 4.2 33, 341 4,958 15 
DENVER SMSA 525,774 N.A. N.A. 492,961 6,335 1 
SEPA 611,943 74 3.) 574,997 16,076 3 
COLORADO 909 ,581 73 4.0 825,779 38,093 > 
1] WESTERN 13,810, 758 fz 6.0 12,460,973 506,705 4 
STATES 


EMPLOYMENT BY MAJOR ECONOMIC SECTORS (CONT.) 






MINING CONSTRUCTION ALL MANUFACTURING 
COUNTY EMPLOYMENT % EMPLOYMENT % EMPLOYMENT % 
| ADAMS 4h 1 5,249 8 le 30 19 
ARAPAHOE 1,027 2 4,080 6 11,258 18 
BOULDER 339 l 2,923 6 11,025 21 
CLEAR CREEK 268 13 316 18 134 ” 
DENVER 2e261 10,884 5 31,826 15 
DOUGLAS hy 394 12 519 16 
ELBERT 24 2 129 8 120 8 
GILPIN werk ik 76 20 42 1 
JEFFERSON 1,671 2 7,27) 8 16,588 S, 
LARIMER wx x 2,450 ‘i 5 lz 15 
MORGAN 222 3 435 6 634 8 
WELD 113 x 2,496 *) | 4,837 ihe 
DENVER SMSA 5,740 30,407 6 Reh ee I 
SEPA 6,540 36,748 6 95,296 17 
COLORADO 14,232 2 54,668 7 120,581 15 
11 WESTERN 125,189 728,052 6 2,421,825 19 
STATES. 
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EMPLOYMENT BY MAJOR ECONOMIC SECTORS (CONT.) 
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FURNITURE & FOOD-KINDRED TRANSPORTATION 
LUMBER MANUFACTURING MANUFACTURING & COMMUNICATION UTILITIES 
COUNTY EMPLOYMENT “EMPLOYMENT EMPLOYMENT | : EMPLOYMENT 
ADAMS 266 g,519 
ARAPAHOE 235 3,805 
BOULDER 97 1,961 
CLEAR CREEK wx 33 
DENVER Neeley 13,536 
DOUGLAS 1 176 
ELBERT ar 
GILPIN kk 
JEFFERSON 230 
LARIMER 159 
MORGAN 15 
WELD 38 2,107 1,27) 
DENVER SMSA 2,035 9,746 31,593 7,760 
SEPA 2,258 12,911 34 , 396 9,164 
COLORADO 3,917 16,043 45,838 14,840 
1] WESTERN 210,433 213,272 678,102 214,151 
STATES 


COUNTY 
ADAMS 
ARAPAHOE 
BOULDER 
CLEAR CREEK 
DENVER 
DOUGLAS 
ELBERT 
GILPIN 
JEFFERSON 
LARIMER 
MORGAN 

WELD 

DENVER SMSA 
SEPA 
COLORADO 


1] WESTERN 
STATES 


WHOLESALE TRADE 


EMPLOYMENT 
PRET: 
3,640 
1,242 

i 
12,962 
26 
31 
5 
eye) 
546 
a7 
1,033 
28,812 . 
30,695 
37,798 
551,164 


RETAIL TRADE 


EMPLOYMENT 
| el Be 
11, 340 

8,254 
387 
36,011 
458 
17] 

59 
16,243 
5,934 
1,408 
5,648 
84,003 
98,068 
145, 447 


2,103,332 


aioe 


EMPLOYMENT BY MAJOR ECONOMIC SECTORS (CONT.) 





SERVICES 
EMPLOYMENT 


10, 345 
11,880 
9,290 
366 
48,831 
46] 

124 

100 
15,427 
5,601 
1,196 
41 9o 
oy iis 
108,416 
155,030 
2,328,535 
























EMPLOYMENT BY MAJOR ECONOMIC SECTORS (CONT. ) 


FINANCE, INSURANCE, 


& REAL ESTATE PUBLIC EDUCATION PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION 


COUNTY EMPLOYMENT ss & EMPLOYMENT % EMPLOYMENT 

ADAMS 3,816 6 3,292 7 4,198 6 
ARAPAHOE 4,607 7 3,777 6 3,707 6 
BOULDER 2,169 h 7,766 15 3,076 6 
CLEAR CREEK 46 2 105 5 147 7 
DENVER 15,763 7 10,660 5 14,309 7 
DOUGLAS 138 h 276 9 145 5 
ELBERT 28 2 Joke 9 pe 2: 5 
GILPIN 32 8 5 4s 12 
JEFFERSON 6,410 7 6,619 7 7,292 8 
LARIMER 1,582 5 6,299 18 1,415 4 
MORGAN 206 3 433 6 297 4 
WELD iz 5 3,938 12 1,097 3 
DENVER SMSA 32,765 6 32,114 6 32,582 6 
SEPA 36,521 6 43,305 8 55507 6 
COLORADO 46 ,399 6 63,430 8 54,900 7 
11 WESTERN 694,506 6 836,014 7 812,524 7 
STATES 

SOURCE: BLM Socio-Economic Data Systems (based on the 1970 Census). 


N.A. = not available. 
wa = not applicable or significant. -h3- 
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in little manufacturing.” Subdivisions of manufacturing included on 
Table XIII are furniture and lumber manufacturing, and food-kindred 
manufacturing. Emphasis again is on the SMSA Counties and on Weld County 
employing close to half of its manufacturing workers on food-kindred pro- 
ducts. 


Transportation and communication nationally employ about 5% of the work 
force, as is the case in Colorado and in most of the SEPA Counties. The 
more rural counties employ a percentage point or two less. Here, we 
expect that given a certain threshold population, a fairly constant per- 
centage of workers is needed to maintain the expected transportation and 
communications networks. 


Utilities are a case similar to transportation and communication. They 
don't employ more than a few percent of the work force, even nationally, 
and the same is true within the SEPA. Interestingly, the highest percen- 
tages (3%) are found in Clear Creek and Gilpin Counties. This suggests 
that a minimum number of employees is necessary to maintain utilities 
even for a small population. Also, utilities are more difficult to main- 
tain in mountain terrain where water and sewage problems are often speci- 
alized. 


Wholesale trade would be expected to employ the most around a. regional 
center like Denver, and this its the case where an average of 6% are 
employed in this sector, a full 2% above the national average. Very 
small percentages are employed in this sector in non-SMSA Counties. 


Both retail trade and services employ the most significant numbers of 
people in any area of the country today. In the SEPA Counties, an aver- 
age of 18% are employed in each sector. One would expect the city of 
Denver to have as high as 23% in services, but it seems surprising that 
Gilpin County should have 26% of its work force in services. This high 
percentage is explained by the extremely high number of tourist-oriented 
activities in Central City and Blackhawk, the only significant settle- 
ments th the county. In fact, residents of these towns are 
forced to shop for groceries and drug store items in Boulder or Golden. 
Elbert County's 8% in services is more normal for a sparsely-populated 
rural area. 


Finance, insurance, and real estate activities employ about 5% nationally. 
This trend holds in Colorado and the SEPA, being slightly higher in most 
counties. 


a ge 
The Directory of Colorado Manufacturers, published by the Business 
Research Division of the University of Colorado at Boulder, provides 
listings of manufacturing firms by location and type of organization. 
Due to the importance and magnitude of manufacturing to the Denver 


metro area, a reproduction of such a listing is not feasible in this 
report. 


wi Be 





Public education nationally employs 5.6%. Employment on a county level 
fluctuates considerably. Boulder, Larimer, and Weld Counties house 
state universities and employ 15, 18, and 12% of their workers in public 
education, respectively. Most of the other counties tend to be closer 
to the expected, averaging 6 - 8%. 


Public administration includes the government employees not considered 
elsewhere (as in education) and usually employs 5 or 6% of the work 
force. This trend holds in the SEPA. Oddly, Gilpin County employs 12% 
of its work force in Public Administration. This is only 45 people, 
which is again probably a minimum-needed to maintain the County's needs. 


Table XIV treats government employment as a separate entity and gives a 
breakdown between Federal and combined state and local. These same mem- 
bers of the work force are included in various sectors listed on Table 
XIt1 as discussed above. 


Work Force Estimates - The labor force for a given county grows 
with the population. Unemployment rates vary with the local, regional, 
and national economies. Up until this year, most of the SEPA Counties' 
unemployment rates fell between 3 and 4%. Table XV reveals that unem- 
ployment for 1975 is up as much as two percentage points, following the 
national trend. Agricultural employment has decreased continually over 
the past four years, due to aforementioned reasons. The data on Table 
XV also serves as an illustration of this trend. 


Employment data for Region 3 is now aggregated into what is termed the 
Denver-Boulder LMA (Labor Market Area) which includes all of Region 3, 
rather than just the Denver SMSA. Such an aggregation, while bothersome 
for those in search of county-by-county breakdowns, is logical. It is sen- 
sible that since the entire geographic area serves as a common labor mar- 
ket for all of the counties that it be treated as such. See the discus- 
sion of commuter patterns. 


Welfare - When analyzing data on welfare from Table XVI, it is useful 
to compare it to the similar data on families beneath the poverty level 
(Table XII). A reason for discrepancy between tables is that one deals 
with families, and the other with individuals in the final percentage 
of total population. Thus, Denver has 13.4% of its population on welfare 
of some kind and 9.4% of its families beneath the poverty level. 


The state percentage for welfare recipients is 7.2%. In addition to Denver, 
three other counties fall significantly above state levels; Gilpin (9.4%), 
Morgan (13.7%), and Weld (13.5%). The Types of public assistance being 


2 
It should be noted that a small percentage of the work force has been 
omitted from the BLM socio-economic data printout used in Table XIII. 
This includes educational workers in private institutions and welfare 
organization workers. The number is not always insignificant since 
21,142 people are employed in these fields in the Denver SMSA. For 
the county-by-county percentages, see Table XXV. 
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TABLE XIV 


AVERAGE ANNUAL GOVERNMENT EMPLOYMENT, 1970 





COUNTY TOTAL GOVERNMENT FEDERAL STATE & LOCAL TOTAL EMPLOYMENT % GOVERNMENT 
19 250 1,544 17 

ELBERT 269 | 

LARIMER 10,020 1 ,066 8,954 353372 28 

MORGAN 904 85 819 7 63 1] 

WELD 6,430 349 6,081 34,283 18 

DENVER Le 90, 700 26,200 64,500 519,863 17 

SEPA 108, 323 27,719 80,604 598,825 18 

COLORADO 165,835 73 | 122,098 864,690 19 





SOURCE: State of Colo., Division of Employment, Research and Analysis, mimeographed data sheets. 


V/ 
The Denver Labor Market Area (LMA) includes the SMSA counties, plus Clear Creek, Douglas, and Gilpin. 


COUNTY LABOR 


CLEAR CREEK 


Total Work Force 

Total Employment 
Non-Agricultural Employment 
Agricultural Employment 
Total Unemployment 

% Unemployment 


DOUGLAS 


Total Work Force 

Total Employment 
Non-Agricultural Employment 
Agricultural Employment 
Total Unemployment 

% Unemployment 


ELBERT 


Total Work Force 

Total Employment 
Non-Agricultural: Employment 
Agricultural Employment 
Total Unemployment 

% Unemployment 


GILPIN 


Total Work Force 

Total Employment 
Non-Agricultural Employment 
Agricultural Employment 
Total Unemployment 

% Unemployment 


LARIMER 


Total Work Force 

Total Employment 
Non-Agricultural Employment 
Agricultural Employment 
Total Unemployment 

% Unemployment 


TABLE XV 


FORCE ESTIMATES (ANNUAL AVERAGE) 


1972 


2,928 
2,828 
2,807 
21 
100 
3.4 


4 846 
4,65) 
4,178 
473 
195 
4.0 


1,921 
1,855 
),129 
726 
66 
3.4 


1,183 
1,148 
1,147 

l 


35 
3.0 


46,500 
45,180 
42,580 
2,600 
RASPY) 
2.8 


<1 7- 


197 


2,250 
2,139 
2,115 
24 
11] 
4.9 


5,913 
SARs 
5,196 
523 
194 
Bad 


2,077 
2,010 
1,21] 

Tee, 


Bie 


50,240 
48,920 
46,060 
2,860 
1,320 
220 


1974 


LMA 


LMA 


2,006 
1,931 
ea iey 
774 
75 
3.7 


LMA 


52,500 
50,910 
48,130 
2,780 
1,590 
350 


LMA 


LMA 


1,877 
1,645 
Pled 
639 
hii 
ee 


LMA 


51,412 
48,990 
46,690 
2, 382 
2,422 

a | 


COUNTY LABOR FORCE ESTIMATES (ANNUAL AVERAGE), CONT. 


MORGAN 


Total Work Force 

Total Employment 
Non-Agricultural Employment 
Agricultural Employment 
Total Unemployment 

% Unemployment 


WELD 


Total Work Force 
Total Employment 
Non-Agricultural Employment 
Agricultural Employment 
Total Unemployment 
% Unemployment 

aL 
SMSA/LMA 


Total Work Force 

Total Employment 
Non-Agricultural Employment 
Agricultural Employment 
Self Employed 

Total Unemployment 

% Unemployment 


SOURCE: 


1972 


Seed 
SIEM: 
6,795 
2 bed 
319 
3.5 


45,520 
4k 120 
37,880 
6,240 

1,400 

3.1 


589 ,000 
567,000 
512,300 
8,200 
46,500 
22,000 
Epa 


mimeographed data sheets. 


ce, 


973 


9,884 
9 , 586 
7,248 
2,338 
298 
3.0 


50,460 
48,970 
42,100 
6,870 
1,490 
35.0 


631,000 
608,000 
551,800 
9,000 
47,200 
23,000 
3.6 


1974 


ee) 
9,658 
INSEE 
2,263 
335 
3.4 


54,150 
52,270 
45,590 
6,680 
1,880 
ce 


675,000 
650,000 
594,000 
8 ,800 
47,200 
25,000 
So) 


1975 average includes January - May estimates only. 


2/ 


1972 and 1973 data include SMSA counties only, while 1974 and 1975 include 


1975 


9 , 883 
95311 
7,504 
1,633 
440 
Aol 


51,876 
49,750 
hh 226 
5,524 
2,136 

4. 


668 ,960 
632,600 
625, 320 
7,280 
N.A. 

36 , 360 
525 


LMA counites; i.e., SMSA, plus Clear Creek, Gilpin, and Douglas. 


3/ 


Included in non-agricultural and agricultural data for 1975. 


State of Colorad@-Division of Employment, Research and Analysis, 


TABLE XVI 


PUBLIC WELFARE RECIPIENTS, 1970-71 





qos w_ ulAWacapestonthly; Cases) od 
V/ ae 3/ TOTAL % OF citing 
COUNTY AFDC AND OAP WELFARE POPULATION POPULATION 
ADAMS 2,176 636 1,196 14,526 7.5 
ARAPAHOE 646 402 969 6,579 3.8 
BOULDER 768 stele 1,190 6, 362 4.7 
CLEAR CREEK 21 17 72 248 4.8 
DENVER 10,126 3,800 8,633 69,529 13.4 
DOUGLAS 81 7 9] 315 3.5 
ELBERT 8 8 104 205 5.2 
GILPIN 3 6 30 121 94 
JEFFERSON 49] 369 1,246 6,418 Me 
LARIMER 634 373 1,380 6,139 6 az 
MORGAN 284 136 525 2,718 13.7 
WELD 19272 By 1,858 12,404 13.5 
SEPA 15,818 6,656 17,294 125,624 8.6 





COLORADO 18,200 8,288 37,044 159,437 (ne 


ee 


SOURCE: Colorado State Department of Social Services, Fiscal and Statistical 
Report - Fiscal Year 1970-71, December 1972. 


1/ 
~ AFDC = Aid to families with dependent children. 
2/ 
AND = Aid to the needy disabled, 
3/ 
OAP - Old Age Pension, 
4/ 


Includes non-public assistance Food Stamp recipients and child welfare. 
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received explains the type of people receiving it. AFDC goes to families 
with dependent children, AND to the disabled, and OAP to the elderly. 
Gilpin County, for example, averages a much larger monthly caseload. 

for OAP; thus, we expect there to be a larger number of elderly people 

on welfare. Note that the three aforementioned types of public assis- 
tance are not the sole components of the welfare population's aid. 


Commuter Patterns - Two very distinct patterns exist within the 

SEPA concerning commuter habits. Consider first the city of Denver and 
the adjacent Adams, Arapahoe, and Jefferson Counties. 69.92% of the labor 
force in these four counties work in the four-county area. Data on Table 
XVII reveals that although close to 80% of the workers who live in Denver 
work there, less than 40% of the workers who live in the adjacent counties 
work in their resident counties. Recent data shows that 61.31% of the 
four-county labor force work in Denver, which reveals the place of work 
for most of the remaining work force in the counties immediately adjacent 
to Denver. 


The second significant pattern exists in Larimer, Morgan, and Weld Coun- 
ties, where 80 - 90% of the work force works in its county of residence. 
A certain amount of overlap can be expected; that is, some Weld County 
residents work in Larimer or Morgan. Other sources of work would include 
Sterling in Logan County and, no doubt, the Denver SMSA. 


An extremely high percentage of Boulder's work force remain within the 
county due to the diverse opportunities available within the county. 
It is probable that as high as 10% of those remaining work in Denver 
and most of the commuters will work within the SMSA. 


Douglas County's commuting range includes both the Denver and Colorado 
Springs SMSA's. This accounts for half of its work force's employment 
outside of the county. 


Commuters leaving Clear Creek and Gilpin Counties usually work in the Den- 
ver SMSA. Note the small labor forces and the needs for a minimum number 
of workers locally. 


Elbert County employs very few of its own residents. The local economy is 
lacking in diversity and those who are not employed in agriculture or at 
the Iecal gas station or tavern must work elsewhere. Those who live in 
the western segment of the county may work in the Denver SMSA, while some 
who live in the eastern portion can commute to Limon. 


ee ee z 


3 Due te high unemployment in 1974 and 1975, the percentage of people on 
welfare is expected to have risen. Recent data is not available at 
the date of this writing. 

h 


Denver: The Core City, the Denver Planning Office, January 1974, 


ore IN COUNTY &% OF ALL WORKED OUTSIDE COUNTY PLACE.OF WORK 
COUNTY ALL WORKERS OF RESIDENCE WORKERS OF RESIDENCE NOT REPORTED 
ADAMS 70 , 880 23,149 ae 4h 401 3, 330 
ARAPAHOE 65,822 25,520 38.8 37,371 2,931 
BOULDER 51,783 41,108 79.4 8,261 2,414 
CLEAR CREEK 1,931 1,392 a 40] 138 
DENVER 211,494 165,240 78.1 33,235 13,019 
DOUGLAS 3,074 1,526 49.6 i359 189 
ELBERT 1,517 Les bet 27.4 333 10 
GILPIN 417 188 45.1 175 54 
JEFFERSON 93,587 36,031 38.5 53,215 4341 
LARIMER 33,528 28 , 848 86.0 2,664 2,016 
MORGAN 7,613 6,903 90.7 276 434 
WELD 33,069 26,575 80.4 4 528 1,966 
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PLACE OF WORK 


SOURCE: U. S. Census, General Social and Economic Characteristics, 19/0. 
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5. Consumption and Investment Patterns 


This section of the report is optional and in the case of this parti- 
cular SEPA, most of the relevant commentary exists elsewhere in the study. 
Denver is the major trade center for a region much larger than the SEPA. 
Fort Collins and Greeley serve as smaller centers, but are significant 
within their areas of influence. Certain portions of SEPA Counties that 
are not very accessible to Denver, Fort Collins, or Greeley are influenced 
by Sterling, Limon, or Colorado Springs in terms of availbility of 
specialized goods and services. Although Denver may be seen as the 
regional center, many people can live in its hinterland without actually 
traversing the distance to the city themselves. That is not to say, how- 
ever, that many of the goods they purchase locally did not pass through 
Denver. 


It may be of interest to the reader that a detailed trade area study exists 
for the northeastern Colorado region in which Morgan County is included. 
The study was done through the Northeastern Colorado Council of Govern- 
ments in June of 1973. 


6. Public Attitudes 


As planning becomes increasingly more recognized in importance to local 
and regional governments, so does citizen participation. Public meetings 
and hearings on planning proposals serve as tools for planners on public 
sentiments and educational tools for the citizen participants. Just as 
citizen participation or public opinion is vital to the planning process, 
lack of it becomes a critical problem. The opportunity to participate 
often exists, but unless man's immediate comfort is threatened, he un- 
fortunately has a tendency to remain apathetic. In the case of the 
Larimer-Weld Regional Council of Governments is found the prime example. 
This spring, their transportation and land use committee found it diffi- 
cult to get public input for goals and objectives statements despite pub- 
licity and public meetings. Of over a hundred interest groups whose input 
was invited, only the League of Women Voters participated. 


A problem with interest groups and citizen participation is that those who 
participate are not always representative of a cross-section of the popula- 
tion. Larimer County has a citizens committee of 25 people who meet fre- 
quently to discuss county problems. The trouble is that .the people who 

can afford to come (the meetings are held on Thursday mornings) tend to 

be from middle to high-income groups. Diversity is lacking because a 

poor or low-income citizen cannot get off work as easily and does not see 
such a meeting as valuable to his immediate situation. 


eee 
Personal communication from Richard MacRavey, Director, LWRCOG. 


Personal communication from Dennis Swain, Comprehensive Planner, Larimer 
County. 
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lf the public does not respond well to invitations to town meetings and 
hearings, there is another method of determining public attitudes. This 
is the survey or interview. It takes a lot of time and money, but the 
results can be useful. Jefferson County has recently completed an atti- 
tude survey of the population in the mountain area of the county. Roughly 
300 people were randomly chosen to be interviewed. The questionnaire in- 
volved basic background data and 45 trade-off questions. The questions 
involved the following issues: Travel to work, other travel, house size, 
privacy, recreation, open space, pollution, and personal expenditure. 


Below is the conclusion from the final report: 


The results presented suggest that attitudes are important and 
useful in differentiating better citizens. Specifically, with 
respect to land use, the results suggest that many residents 
want privacy, low density, open space, and low levels of pollu- 
tion, while others want better public services and convenience. 
Therefore, the general conclusion is that comprehensive plans 
should be drawn up which realize high levels of privacy, open 
space and environmental quality, while at the same time pro- 
viding public and private services in a high quality and con- 
venient manner. A second conclusion is that these values vary 
between geographic locations; i.e., the people in Coal Creek 
are more concerned with convenience and with public service 
than with privacy and the environment. The people in Evergreen 
and Lookout Mountain are highly concerned with privacy, the 
environment, and services. A third conclusion is the low 

level of participation of residents in citizen's groups - 
therefore, careful consideration should be exercised where 
evaluating any citizen group claiming to represent the moun- 
tain area. A fourth and final conclusion is that demographic 
factors are of limited value in differentiating attitudinal 
types. 


As situations arise within towns and counties in the SEPA in which citizen 
feedback occurs or is collected, more and more data will become available 
on the subject. Due to the great diversity found within the SEPA, no 
attempt will be made to detail attitudes in each county. As such infor- 
mation is needed, it can be best found at the site in question. 


7. Socio-Cultural Values 


A great diversity of value systems exists within the SEPA. The popula- 
tion as a whole share no special common denominators. An attempt to summar- 
ize values on a county basis would be futile. To some extent, it is true 
that a number of people in urban Adams, Arapahoe, Boulder, Denver, and 


DiBerardinis, Dowall, Dunn, Juhasz, Schler, Jefferson County Mountain 
Area Survey Project, Final Report, submitted to the Board of County 
Commissioners, Jefferson County, Colorado, May 1975. 


me teas 


Jefferson Counties maintain traditional suburban attitudes. People in 
the rural areas of these counties and in the rural counties themselves 
share some values; however, the rural farm population tends to have 
values that differ from the rural mountain population. Thus, there 
arises, again, the urban-rural differentiation; within it, a farm and 
mountain difference. Ethnic and religious values vary within each of 
these areas as well. Another important consideration should be made 
and that is simply the reason for an individual's living where he does. 
Boulder, Fort Collins, and Greeley are university communities. Most 
residents of Gunbarrel, a subdivision near Boulder, work for IBM; thus 
they share a unique set of values that a more diversely employed group 
may not. People's interests and values are often shared through the 
local homeowner's association, chamber of commerce, or the Kiwanis Club. 
Thus, the values of people in an area can be deduced, based on the geo- 
graphic, economic, and social dimensions of the area in addition to an 
individual's tastes and preference. 


8. Public Finance and Tax Base 


The Local Government Financial Compendium., an annual publication 
of the Department of Local Affairs, supplies detailed financial 
data for all of the counties and selected towns in the State. -The follow- 
ing pages from the publication supply county data. Figures to note are 
total revenue, total current expenditures, and assessed valuations. These 
are useful for purposes of comparison. 


9. Land Use 


Three important factors involving land use are relevant to the SEPA. 
Three major types of land exist: Urban, agricultural, and forest. Urban 
land use data is constantly changing as new zoning occurs. The Denver 
Regional Council of Governments (DRCOG) has data on urban land use for 
Denver metro area counties. The largest single use is that of single 
family residences, followed by roadways. Next comes industrial land. 


In 1970, the Denver area (Denver plus selected segments of Adams, Arapahoe, 
Boulder, Douglas, and Jefferson) had 63,293 acres devoted to single-family 
units and 24,882 acres of industrial land use. 43,449 acres of land was 
‘consumed by roadways. Multi-family units took up 6,419 -acres and 5,502 
acres were commercial. It is projected that in 1980 land use will be as 
follows: Single family, 92,745 acres; multi-family, 9,872 acres; indus- 
trial, 31,173 acres; commercial, 7,932 acres; and roadways, 51,705 acres. 


Segments of urban land exist in Larimer and Weld Counties, but not enough 
to classify significantly. Land use in urban areas involves strictly 
urban issues, as discussed above, but also poses the problem of encroach- 
ment into neighboring rural lands. This problem is realized in alarming 
proportions in Colorado and the nation. Depletion of farmland in the 
nation has reached a rate of nearly 10 million acres per year. Colorado 
lost approximately 332,000 acres per year in the period from 1964 to 1969. 
l 


DRCOG, xeroxed figures. 
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ACPINISTRATICN 34e1L0 
ACC 45e1C° 
CTHER 4555CC 
CLLTLRE - RECREATION $ 4,CCL 
RECREATIGAS 3eCCO 
PARKS N\A 
LIGRARY “A 
FAIR A 
EXTENSION SERVICE “a 
OTFER Na 
MISCELLAKECUS $ 1,.3c¢ 
TCTAL CURRENT EXPENCITURES $ 723,656 
TRANSFERS TC ENTERPRISE $ ee Kel 
ACTIVITIES ANC GCVERNMENTS 
CAPITAL CUTLAY $ GC 5GE 
CEBT SERVICE $ “A 
PREIACTPAL 
INTEREST 
AUMILTARY CATA 
PCPLLATICN 5.270 
RURAL VEHICLE REGISTRATICA 29073 
GENERAL GOVE. ACTIVITY EMP. NA 
FURLIC ENTERPRISE EMP. NA 
NA 
TOTAL ASSESSEC VALUATION $ 31 -68C3,910 
GRCSS PERSCNAL INCCME $ 16,076,294 
RETAIL SALES $ Laellés2te0 
STATE IACCPE TAXES PALO $ 321.157 
STATE SALES TAKES PAIC $ 3C1,353 
TOTAL PRCPERTY TAXES $ 148C4, 346 
CCUATY 465,2S5C 
SCHCCL 1,252,503 
PUNICTPAL 52.2¢8 
SPECIAL TAXES 324,265 
TOTAL LEVY CCUNTY FUNCS (MILLS) 14.63 
193.99 


CCUNTY RCACS (MILES) 





CITY/COUNTY OF DENVER 


GENERAL GOVEKNMENT ACTIVITIES 


1972 1972 
REVENUES EXPENUITURES 
TAXES $ 99,768,5CO GENERAL GOVERNMENT $ 23,753,600 
GENERAL PRCPERTY 39,523,300 LEGISLATIVE 190,60 
SPECIFIC OWNERSHIP 24458,500 JUDICTALCMUNICIPAL) 315,°392 
GENERAL SALES AND USE 42,084,000 EXECUTIVE 137,10C 
EMPLCYMENT OCCUPATION 9,358,900 ELECTION $8509) 
FRANCHISE 30977,3C0 ACMINISTRATION £2904, 6CCL 
LOOGERS 965,90C ASSESSOR 1,321,00C 
CTHER 1,400,600 PLANNING ANO ZONING 663, 80C 
, DATA PRCCESSING 20387,700 
LICENSES ANC PERMITS $ 2,161,500 PLANT MAINT. ANO OPS. 34621,%Cc 
OTHER P 46265606 
INTERGCVERNMENTAL REVENUE 6 60,533,1C0 
FEDER AL 240957,80C JUDICLTAL(COUNTY ANT CISTRICT)D $ 2954¢,R06 
GENERAL REVENUE SHARING 5,915,20C 
CTHER 19,042,60C PUBLIC SAFETY $ 4654999FCC 
STATE 35,500,5CC PCLICE 2$e110290¢ 
HIGHWAY USERS Tax 3,C88,7CO FIRE 1L3e&25,6CC 
WELFARE 295422,60C OTHER 15558,2CC 
CIGARETTE TAX NA 
MOTOR VEHICLE KEG. NA PUBLIC WORKS $ 15,583,20C 
CTHER 21989,20C HIGHWAYS ANASTREETS 65857, 900 
CTHER UNITS 74,8CO SCLID WASTE SERVICES 69 7255306 
OTHER WA 
CHARGES FOR CURRENT SERVICES $ 6,018,300 
GENERAL GCVERNMENT 1,68C,900 HEALTH & 16,939-40L 
PUBLIC SAFETY 448,50C - 
HIGHWAYS AND STREETS 518,2CC PUBLIC WELFARE $ 41.034-2CC 
SCLIC WASTE SERVICES 1.40C ACMINISTRATIGN 79295, 50C 
FEALTH 652,80C Acc 27,026-1CC 
CULTURE-RECREATION 16409,30C OTHER 72510,699 
CTHER 10307,2CC 
s CULTURE-RECREATINN $ 141029400 
FINES ANC FURFEITS $ 4%,519,9C0 PARTICIPANT KECREATION 2¥569,10C 
SPECTATOR RECREATION 1,815,1C) 
MISCELLANECUS REVENUE $ 7efl2,70C PARKS ZelT5eI7CC 
LIBRARIES 49369, 6CC 
TRANSFERS FROM CTHER FUNDS $ 16422,4CC LTHER 20578, ICL 
TOTAL REVENUE $ 1829236,400 
MISCELLANEOUS 6 €o737,6CC 
TCTAL CURRENT EXPENCITURES $ 1645292,00C 
TRAASFERS TO ENTERPRISE $ 1Lde372,1CC 
ACTIVITIES AND GOVERNMENTS 
CAPITAL OUTLAY 6 16,54CeICL 
OEBT SERVICE $ 30296,456U 
PRINCIPAL 20723.N0E 
INTEREST 57306CC 
= PUBLIC CNTERPRISE ACTIVITIES 
WATER SFWERAGE TRANSPORTATION ATKPOnT 
CPERATING INCCME $ 22,884,100 % 9,935,5400 ; $ 5,533,300 $ 134542,0CC 
CRARGES 226884,100 990355490 505332300 1355€2,00C 
FEFS NA NA NA NA 
CTHER NA NA wa NA 
TRANSFERS IN $ NA $ $9,109 $ 4,050,200 $ 2,340,500 A 
CTHER 20179,800 137,2C0 Ly40n 20037500 
TOTAL REVENUE $ 25,C63,900 $ 9,321,700 $ 9,585,609 $ 17,96C,00¢ 
eo 
OPERATING CUTLAY $ 1%,9C2,300 $ 17,.278,600 $ 6,756,700 $ 496025499 
CTHER 1e145,C00 NA 46.100 827,400 
CURRENT CUTLAY $ 9,047,500 & 7,278,690 $ 67802,800 $ 59429,70C 
CaPITat CUTLAY $ 149733,400 $ 730.800 $ 2,698,2C0 $ 19.194,300 
CEBT SERVICE $ 69956,200 r NA ry 325,700 $ 6,293,10C 
PRINCIPLE 29564400 109,990 1¢825,900 
INTEREST 40391.¢900 225,709 4e468,100 
A FECERAL GRANTS IN ALU 
PLELIC ENTERPRISE PCTIVITIES 
HCSPIETAL AUDI TCRI UMS ,ARERA ZOU INTRAGOVERAMENTAL 
AND STAOLUMS SERVICE FuYts 
QPERATING INCCRE $ 6562C,800 $6 1-733,500 § 254,800 $ 6¢952,°99 
CHARGES 6662C,2800 1,232,700 254,800 669522050 
FEES NA 100,800 NA MA 
CTHER NA NA NA YA 
TAARSFERS Ity $ 5,1320500 6 NA $ NA $ 1929600 
UTHER 55&,900 12.500 NA 2€6,15¢ 
TOTAL REVENUE $ 12,312,200 $ 1,4946,000 $ 254,909 $ 7.4C9,7CC 
CPERATINCG CUTLAY $ 2454874700 $ 19525500 ry 620,509 $ 6,578,4C0 
CTHER Na NA NG Na 
CURRENT CUTLAY $ 2154674790 $ 1,.£25,500 $ 62Ce5CO $ 69578,400 
CAPITAL CUTLAY 4 3C2,400 $ 13.600 $ 257,700 $ 794-500 
OFBY SERVICE $ 1,056,800 $ <71400 $ NA $ NA 
PRINCTA>LE 85$,C00 150,000 
INTEREST 155-00 $21,400 


e $466,4CC STATE GANT ANC $4,646e1CC FEDERAL GRAAT 


eee rs 


CITY/COUNTY IF CENVER (CCAT.) 
1972 


PEONSION FUNLS 


PCLICE*EN FIREMEN NTHER 
STATF SHARE 429,60C §92e10C VA 
MUNICLOAL SHARE 1Le6€4,8CC 1 »449,90C - 9 2824490 
FYPLOYEe SFARE €49,2CC 3RA,30C NA 
OTHE 23,105 621,80C 184,400 - 
TOTAL INCUPE $ 2,776,709. $ 3,052,106 $ 404660690 
PENSION PAYMENTS 20760,39C 29299,1CC 39709490 
OTHER 19¢ 1,80C 16923,390 
CURRENT CUTLAY % 2075524C° $ 2¢300,99C $ 47335100 
GFNERAL ReVENLE SHARING QUTLAY AUXILIARY DATA 
OPERATIONS CAPITAL CUTLAY POPULATICN $5165." 05 
VEHICLE REGISTRATICN 345.77 
GENEPAL GOvrANMeNe $ NA ry NA GENE2AL GOVT. ACTIVITY EMP. rhea 
PIBLIC SAFETY $ NA $ Nb PUBLIC ENTERPRISE CMP. sos 
PUMLIS WERK, $ 5 NA 
Hr AL IM ry NA ry NB TOTAL ASSESSED VALUATION © 104440790 LF 
CL TumF-45C cEATICN $ NA t NA GROSS PERSCNAL INCOME 6 lei DDS got sone Se 
OTHCe ry i. $ NA RETAIL SALES $ 3,2870FC ie fei 
STATE IACOME TAKES PAID $ Sle lbe6754 
STATE SALFS TAXcS PAIC $ Seebbint 2! 
CErT 
TOTAL PROPERTY TAKES $ L21eMrlil 
GENFQAL CEL ICATION $F 18@,372,90C COUNTY Lop 3ST297b4 
REVENUE CALIGATICN $ 93,75%, 16C SCHCOL Bin rie OC 
LOCAL IMPYCVEMENT $ 343€5,000 MUNICIPAL 21eC9296 2% 
CTHER t NA SPECIAL FAXES : Towa 
TRTSL LEVY COTY FUNCS (MILLS) re den icy 
TOTAL CEVY YUNEELOAL FUNCS (ILLS) io sie 
COUNTY RAACS (MILEY) fea sires 
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TAXES $ 
GENERAL PRCPERTY 
SPECIFIC CWNERSHIP 
SALES 
CTHER 
LICENSES AAC PERMITS $ 


INTERGCVERAPERTOL REVENUE $ 
FECERAL 


GENERAL REVEAUE SFARINE 
CTrER 


STATE 


FIGHRAY USERS [4x 
WELFARE 

CICARETIE Tax 

WCTCR VEFICLE KEG. FEE 
CTreR 


CTHER UNITS 


CHARGES FOR CURRENT StRVICES & 


“FINES 


ANC FCRFEITS $ 


MEISCELLANECLS $ 


TRANSFERS FRCR ENTERPRISE $ 
ACTIVITIES 


TOTAL 


REVEALE $ 


PEASICN FUAC 


COUNTY SFARE 
EMPLCYEE SFARE 


CTrER 

TOT4L FNCOME $ NA 
PEASICN PAYMENTS 

CTKER 

CURRENT CUTLAY $ NA 


CPERATIKG IACCPE 
CHARGES 
FEES 
CTHER 


TRANSFERS [8 


OTFER 
TOTAL 


REVEANLE 


OPERATING CUTLAY 


OTrER 


CURRENT OUTLAY 


CAPITAL CUTLAY 


OEGT SERVICE 
PRINCIPLE 
INTEREST 


GENERAL REVEAUE SHARING CUTLAY 


1972 
REVENUES 


6$6,%4C0 
622,éCC 
738CC 
NA 

Lr 
@6,6CC 


455,3CC 
@1,5CC 
42,CCC 
29,5CC 
373,°CC 
275,8CC 
€0,2CC 
NA 

NA 
37,ecc 
NA 


118,1¢¢ 
NA 
33eCOG 


NA 


1.391 -4CC 


CPERATIONS 
GENERAL GOVERNMENT $ NA 
PUBLIC SAFETY $ NA 
PUELIC WCRKS $ NA 
HEALTH $ NA 
CULTURE-RECREATICN $ NA 
OTKER $ WA 

cest 
GENERAL CBLIGATICN $ NA 
REVEAVE CBLIGSTICN t Na 
LOCAL IPPRCVEPENT $ NA 
OTHER $ NA 


COUNTY OF DOLCLAS 


CAPITAL OLTLAY 


PRA BAS 


64> 


GENERAL GCVERNPENT ACTIVITIES 


1972 


EXPENCITLRES 


GENERAL GCVERNMENT $ 
CCHMISSICNERS 
ACPINISTRATICN 
CLERK AND RECCRDER 
ELECTICN 
TREASURER 
ASSESSCR 
PLANNING AND ZCNING 
DATA PROCESSING 
PLANT PAINT. ANC CPS. 

. OTHER 


JUDICTAL $ 


PUBLIC SAFETY $ 
Law EXFCRCEMENT 
FIRE 
CTRER 


PUBLIC WERKS $ 
RCACS ANC HIGHWAYS 
SCLIC WASTE SERVICES 
OTHER 


HEALTr $ 


PLBLIC WELFARE $ 
ACMIAISTRATICN 
ACC 
CTHER 


CLLTURE - RECREATILN : $ 
RECRE@TICAS 
PARKS 
LIBRARY 
FAIR 
EXTFASICN SERVICE 
CTHER 


MISCELLANECUS : $ 


TCTAL CURRENT EXPENCITLRES % 


TRANSFERS TO ENTERPRISE $ 
ACTIVITIES ANC GOVEKNMENTS 


CAPITAL CUTLAY $ 
OEBT SERVICE $ 


PRINCIPAL 
INTEREST 


PUBLIC EATERPRISE ¢CTIVITIFS 


AUXILIARY CATA 


FOPLLATICN 
RURSL VEHICLE REGISTRATICN 
NA GENERAL GCVT. ACTIVITY EMP. 
NA PUBLIC ENTERPRISE EMP. 
NA 
NA TOTAL ASSESSED VALUATION $ 
NA GERCSS PERSCNAL INCOME $ 
WA RETAIL SALES $ 
STATE INCOME TAXES PAID $ 
STATE SALES TAXES PAIC $ 
TCTAL PROPERTY TAXES | $ 
CCUATY 
SCRECL 
MUNICIPAL 


SPECIAL TAKES 


TOT4L LEVY CCUNTY FUNCS (HELLS) 
COUNTY RCAOS (PILES) 


222,7CC 
17,1CC 
4e,CCC 
36,3CC 
13,eCcC 
31e4C2 
Sls aGc 
L4e1C¢ 
NA 
26,eCC 
Se95C 


2458CC 


141,6C° 
8e,1CC 
4,9C2 
C,6CC 


940,ECC 
540,652 
NG 
NE 


1@,2CC 


€€,CCC 
19,é¢C7 
44,750 
23e7Ce 


ORe,ICc 
L5e4CC 
22,7CC 
17,SCC 
L2,7Ce 


we 
- 


4edCe 


L,lOFe1C: 


LheSCt 


eleSce 


NA 


1C, 3C0 
7,873 

NA 

NA 

NA 
27,569,450 
354269,954 
2626504998 
7é1,5Cl 
4224623 


20 7542856 
§954499 
22051,71e 
3$,398 
68,2e1 


21.60 
4oC.97 


1972 
REVENUES 

TAXES -$ 311,6C0 

CENER AL PROPERTY 274,7C0 

SPECIFIC OCWNERSE IP 35,8CO 

SALES NA 

CTreR 1,1C0 

LICENSES ANL PERMITS $ 7,2C0 

INTER LCVERAPEATAL REVENUE $ 426,8CC 

FECER AL 42,&CO0 

GENERAL REVFAUE SFARIAC 416CC 

CTRER 1.200 

STATE 3@4,CCO 

FICHRAY USERS TAK 321¢ACO 

KE LEAKE 47,1CC 

CICARLTTE TAX NA 

MCTCR VEFICLE keG. FEE NA 

CTreR 15,1C0 

CTr—ER UAITS NA 

CHAKCES FCR CURRENT SERVICES $ 27,2CC 

FIRES AAC FCRFEITS 5 3cc 

MESCELLANECLS $ 24e3CC 

TRANSFERS FRCP ENTERPRISE $ NA 
ACTIVITIES 

TOTAL REWERLE $ 19754CG 


COUNTY SFARE 
FMPLCYEE SPARE 
CTFER 
TOTAL INCOPE 
PENSION PAYPENTS 
CTRFES 

CURRENT CUTLAY 


GPERATING INCCME 
Cr ARCES 
FEES 
CTRHER 


TRANSFERS In 
OThER > 
TOTAL REVEACLE 


OPERFATIAC CLTLAY 
CTteEP 
CURRENT CUTLAY 


CAPITAL CUTLAY 

DE&T SERVICE 
FIINCIPLE 
INTEREST 


GENE@AL COVERAMENT 


PUBLIC SAFETY 
PUBLIC BCRKS 
HEALTE 


CULT RE-RECKEATION 


Ciréa 


GENE2AL CBLICATICN 
REVESLE CBLIGATICA 


LOC#L IPPRCVFRERT 
CTreéa 


PENSTICAK FLNC 


2eSCC 

9,7CC 

NA 

$ 12,€CC 


KA 
17,3CC 
$ 13,3CC 


GENERAL REVENUE SHARING CUTLAY 


CPERATIONS. 


ARMA es 


ceet 


Aan 


N4& 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 


NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 


COUATY CF ELBERT 


GENERAL GCVERWNPENT ACTIVITIES 


PUBLIC ENTERPRISE ECTIVITIES 


frre Zee 


CAPITAL CLTLAY 
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NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 


1972 


EXPEANLITLURES 


GENERAL GOVERNMENT $ 
CCKRISSTONERS 
ACPINISTRATICN 
CLERK AND RECCROER * 
ELECTION 
TREASLRER 
ASSESSOR 
PLAANING ANO ZONING 
DATA PROCESSING 
PLANT MAINT. ANU CPS. 
CTRER 
JLOICTAL $ 
PLBLIC SAFETY $ 
LAm EXFCRCEMENT 
FIRE 
CTrER 
PLBLIC &CRKS 6 
RCACS ANC FIGHWAYS 
SCLIC WASTE SERVICES 
OTHER 
HEALTH $ 
PLBLIC WELFARE $ 
ACPINISTRATICN 
ACC 
CTHER 
CLLTURE - RECREATICA $ 
RFECREATICAS 
PARKS 
Llekacy 
FAIR 
CXTENSICA SERVICE 
CTRER 
MISCELEAKECUS $ 
TCTAL CLRRFAT EXPENCITLRES t 
TRANSFERS TC ENTERPRISE 6 
ACTIWVITItS ANC COVERNMENTS 
CePTTAL CUTLAY $ 
CEBY SERVICE $ 
PRINCIPAL 
INTEREST 
4 
AUXILTARY CATA 
FOPLLATICA 
RURAL VERICLE RFGISTRATICN 
CENERSL GCVI. ACTIVITY EMP. 
PUBLIC ENTEKPRISE EMP. 
TCTAL ASSESSED VALUATION $ 
CRCSS PERSCNAL INCCME $ 
METATIL SALES $ 
STAT& INCCPe TAXES PAID $ 
STATE SALES TAXES PAIC 8 
TCTAL PPCPERKTY TAXES $ 
CCLUSTY 
SCe¥CCL 
MLNICTPAL 
SPECIAL TAKES 
TCT4L LEVY CCUATY FUNCS (PILLS) 


CCUNTY RCACS (PILES) 


116,éCC 
12,30C 
27,eCC 
23,10C 
5etCC 
13,6CC 
1€,6CC 
602CC 
NA 
11.4CC 
NA 


10,6C0 


250906 
17,2CC 
3CC 
6.4CC 


379,3CC 
379,3CC 
NA 
NA 


215406 


6e,FCC 
1@,30C 
2@,eCc 
21570C 


34eH#CC 
NA 

N& 
Sele 
143,7CC 
12eCCC 
NA 


1,@CC 


659-20C 


NA 


04eS5CL 


NA 


49320 
32334 

NA 

wA 

NA 
1¢.244_,4d0 
$e 3CSe 626 
GeO 25e276 
178,533 
05,533 


1, 1E68e4CL 
261-6C? 
91CeCC3 

160142 
454 


14.35 
1C6é.77 


COUNTY CF GELFIA 


GENERAL GCVERNPENT ACTIVITIES 





1972 1972 
REVENUES EXPENCITURES 
TAXES $ 192,600 GENERAL GOVERNMENT $ 156,1CC 
CENERAL PROPERTY . 172,@CO CCMMISSTONERS Ll, 7CL 
SPECIFIC CWNERSHIP 17,600 ADMINISTRATION 41,8CC 
SALES NA CLERK ANO RECORDER 2C,8CC 
CTHER 252C0 ELECTION 9,200 
TREASURER 17,9CC 
LICEASES ANC PERPITS $ 6e1CO ASSESSOR 36,500 
: PLANNING AND ZCNIAG 610C 
INTERGCVERAMEATAL REVENUE $ 18@8,5CO - OATA PROCESSING NA 
FECERAL 32,300 PLAAT PAINT. AND CPS. 12,10C 
GERERAL REWEALE SHARING 12,7CC OTHER NA 
CTrER 19,6CO 
STATE 156,2CC JUDICIAL $ 5290C 
FKICHRAY USERS TAX 113,900 
WELFARE 36,4C0 PLBLIC SAFETY : $ 462000 
CICARFITE TAX NA LAkw EKXFCRCEMENT 39e4CC 
MCTCR VERICLE ReG. FEE NA FIRE 1,000 
CTrER 5,9C0 CTFER 5e€¢CC 
CTFER UNITS NA 
. PLBLIC ®CRKS $ 96,ECC 
| CHAFCES FOR CURRENT SERVICES $6 14,2CC RCACS ANO HIGHWAYS 91,106 
SCLIC WASTE SFRVICES 225CC 
FIKES AKC FLRFESTS $ NA OTHER NA 
| MESCELLANECLS ry 9,¥CO HEALTF $ 29 70C 
| TRAASFERS FROCK ENTERPRISE $ NA PLBLIC wELFARE $ 5Ce4CC 
ACTIVITIES ACPINISTRATICN 2C,90C 
ACC L7eCCC 
| TOTAL REVEALE $ 411,2CC CTHER 12¢5CO 
CLLTURE - RECREATICA 6 NA 
KECREATICAS 
PEASICN FUNC PARKS 
LI@RARY 
COLATY SPARE 204CC FAtR 
EMPLCYEE SARE eco EXTEASICN SERVICE 
OTrER NA CTHER 
| TOTeL INCOFE $ 3eCCC 
MISCELLANEOUS $ 1,OCC 
PEASICA PAYPENTS NA 
OTHER 4,CCC ; 
CURRENT CUTLAY $ 4eCCC TCTAL CURREAT EXPENCITLRES $ 361,70C 
TRANSFERS TO ENTERPRISE 6 NA 
- ACTIVITIES ANC GUVERNPENTS 
CAPITAL CUTLAY $ 49-3CC 
CERT SERVICE $ NA 
PRINCIPAL 
. INTEREST 


PLBLIC ENTERPRISE @CTIVITIES 


OPEFATING IACCKE 
CHARCES 
FEES 
CTKER 


TRANSFERS UK 
OTFER ° 
TOTAL REVENLE 


OPERATIAG CUTLAY 
OTreR 
CURAENT CLTLAY 


CAPITAL CUTLAY 
OELT SERVICE 


FRINCIPLE 
INTEREST 
GENERAL REVENUE SRARENG CUTLAY AUAILEARY CATA 
CPERATIONS CAPITAL OLTLAY FOPLLATICN be 470 
f RURAL VEHICLE RECISTRATICN 946 
GENERAL COVERNMENT $ NA $ NA CENERAL GCvT. ACTIVITY EMP. AA 
PUELIC SAFETY $ NA $ NA FUBLIC ENTERPRISE EMPe NA 
PueLIC WCRKS $ NA $ NA NA 
HEAL TE $ NA $ wa TCT4AL ASSESSED VALUATION $ 405260970 
CULTURE-RECREATICN $ NA $ NA GRCSS PERSCNAL INCCPE $ 258464576 
CTFER $ NA $ NA RETAIL SALES $ 209CTe TL? 
; STATE INCCPE TAXES PAID $ 54-238 
STATE SALES TAXES PAIC $ 729140 
ceeY 

E TCTAL PRCPERTY TAKES $ 564,532 
GENERAL CBLIGATICN $ NA COUNTY 169,761 
REVENUE CBLICATICN $ NA SCRKCCL 2930424 
LOCAL TPPRCVERERT $ NA PUNICTPAL 33,917 
QTrER $ WA SPECIAL TAKES 72430 
TOTAL LEVY COUNTY FUACS (PILLS) 37.50 
CCUNTY ROADS (MILES) 151.75 





TAXES 


CENERAL PRCPERTY 


SPECIFIC CuNERStIP 


SALES 
CTHER 


LEICENSES AKC PERPITS $ 


INTERGCVERAPENTAL REVENUE % 


FECERAL 


CENERAL REVENLE SHARIAG 


CTrER 
STATE 
FIGHWAY USERS 
WELFARE 
CIGARETTE TAX 
YCTCR VEFICLE 
CTFER 
CTRER UNITS 


CHARGES FOR CURRENT 
FINES AAC FCRFEITS 
MISCELLANECLS 


TRAASFERS FRCMW EATE 
ACTIVITIES 


TOTAL REVEALE 


COUATY SARE 
EMPLOYEE St dre 
OTFER 

TOTAL IACCPE 


PENSICA PAYFEATS 
CTFER 
CURRENT CUTLAY 


OPERATING INCCHE 
CRARCES 
FEES 
CTHER 


TRARSFERS IN 
CTRER 
TOTAL REVENUE 


OPERATIAG CLUTLAY 
OTFER 
CURREAT CUTLAY 


CAPITAL CLTLAY 

DEBT SERVICE 
FRIACIPLE 
INTEREST 


GENERAL GOVERNMENT 
PUBLIC SAFETY 
PUBLIC WCRKS 
HEALTH 
CULTLRE-RECREATION 
OTHER 


GENERAL OBL IGATICN 
REVENUE CBLIGATICN 
LOCAL IMPROVERENT 
OTHER 


TAX 


wEG. FEE 


ScRVICES $ 


RPRISE $ 


PENSGON FUNC 


2Cce.2co 

NA 

4355CC 

§ 2515700 


NA 
153,3C0 
$ 153,3CC 


GENERAL REVENUE SKARING CUTLAY 


CPER 
§ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
8 
$ 
Ceer 
$ § 
$ 
$ 
$ 


1972 
REVENUES 


&€,813,CCC 
69 253,CCC 
§54,5CC 
NA 

5SelCC 


NA 


§9279,éCO0 
$€€,2CC 
963,800 

24CC 

4,313,400 
991,6CC 

3,012,7C0 

NA 
NA 
369,1CC 
NA 


20293640C 
NA 
6C5,CCC 


NA 


@ 


144991 ,CCC 


ATICNS 


COUNTY OF JEFFERSCN 


GENERAL GCVERNMENY ACTIVITIES 


GENERAL GOVERNMENT 
CC¥MESSICNERS 
ACPINISTRATICN 
CLERK ANC RECORDER 
ELECTION 
TREASURER 
ASSESSOR 
PLANNING ANG ZONINC 
DATA PRCCESSING 
PLANT MAINT. ANDO UPS. 
OTHER 


* 


JLOICIAL 


PLBLIC SAFETY 
LAw ENFORCEMENT 
FIRE 
CTmhER 


PLBLIC wWCRKS 
ROADS ANC HIGHWAYS 
SCLIC WASTE SERVICES 
OTrER 


HEALTr 


PUBLIC WELFARE 
ACPINISTRATICN 
ACC 
CTHER 


CLLTLRE - RECREATION 
RECREATICANS : 
PARKS 
LIBRARY 
FAIR 
EXTENSION SERVICE 
CTFER 


PEISCELLANECUS 


TCTAL CURRENT EXPENCITLURES 


TRANSFERS TC ENTERPRISE 


ACTIVITIES ANC GOVERNMENTS 


CAPITAL CUTLAY 

CEBT SERVICE 
PRINCIPAL 
INTEREST 


PLBLIC ENTERPRISE ACTIVITIES 


CAPITAL CUILAY 


AAD NAMA 
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WA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 
NA 


AUXILIARY CATA 


POPULATICN 


RURAL VEHICLE REGISTRATIUN 
GENFRAL GCVT. ACTIVITY EMP. 


FUBLIC ENTERPRISE EvP. 


TOTAL ASSESSED VALUATION 


GRCSS PERSCNAL INCCME 
RETAIL SALES 


STATE INCCPE TAXES PAID 


STATE S@LES TAXES PAIC 


TOTAL PRCPERTY TAXES 
CCUATY 
SCHCCL 
PUNICIPAL 
SPECIAL TAKES 


TOTAL LEVY CCUNTY FUNCS (PILLS) 


COLATY RPCACS (MILES) 


CARMAB 


1972 


EXPENDITURES 


Z9TC6e40C 
74, 7CC 
437,6CC 
€75,7CC 
NA 
162,2CC 
315-1CC 
234,6CC 
3€5,4CC 
47T,1CC 
NA 


374,8CC 


12287,5CC 
1,018,70C 
NA 
268,8CC 


20974,6CC 
Z20655,2CC 
324,4CC 
NA 


66é,7CC 


2,98%,5CC 
1,016,3CC 
1¢634,5CC 
19337,7CC 


95360CC 
NA 
oC z,2CC 
4£.90C 
NA 
1C.e5CC 
NA 


1,8Ccc 


12595¢€,5CC 


B1C, ICC 


a2ee TCL 
35,60C€ 


35,00C 
4,6CO0 


264,0C0 
4b e822 
NA 


NA 


§214447,C3C 
LeQl3p4cae572 
BC3,827,817 


Z1e9IC e427? 
leyllé,l26 


836440 2E7 
€e 236, 564 
39,838,553 
2,315» 764 
$9 2454446 


11.96 
983.é1 


TAXES 
CENERAL PRCPERTY 
SPECIFIC CwNERSFIP 
SALES 
CTHER 


LICENSES AKL PERMITS 


INTERGCVERAPEATAL REVENUE 


COUNTY OF LAR EMER 


GENERAL GOVERNMENT ACTIVITIES 


1972 
. REVENUES 
$ 325370,2CC GENERAL GCCVERNMENT 
3eO07L,6CC CCYPISSTCNERS 
297,600 ACMINISTRATICN 
NA CLERK ANC RECORDER 
1,cCcOo FLECTICN 
. TREASLRER 
$ 148, 7CC ASSESSCR 


PLANNING ANO ZCNING 


$ 2,945,CCC DATA PRCCESSING 


FECERAL 314%.26C0 PLANT MAINT.’ ANO OPS. 
CENER AL REVENUE SFARING 25691C0 CTHER 
CTRER 5@,5C0 
STATE 34625,3C0 JLOICTAL 
FIGHRAY USERS TAX 8SC,1CC 
hELFAKE 20515,9C0 PLBLIC SAFETY 
CIGARETTE TAX NA LAw ENFORCEMENT 
wCTOR VEFICLE REG. FEE NA FIRE A 
- CTHER 219,3C0 CTHER 
CTFER UNITS 5,1C0 


CHARGES FOR CLRRENT SERVICES 


FINES ANC FCRFEITS 


MISCELLANECLS 


TRAASFERS FRCP ENTERPRISE 


ACTIVITIES 


TCTAL REVEALE 


PENSION FUNC 


COUATY SARE 
EPPLCYEE SPARE 


CTrER 

TFTAL INCOPE $ 
PEASTCA PAYMENTS 
CTFER 

CURRENT CUTLAY $ 


OPERATING INCCPRE 
CHARCES 
FEES 
CTrER 


TRAASFERS IA 
CTFER 
TOTAL REVENUE 


QCPERATIAG CUYLAY 
OTHER 
CURRENT CUTLAY 


CAPETAL CUTLAY 

DEBT SERVICE 
PRIACTPLE 
INTEREST 


GENERAL GOVERAFENT 
PUBLIC SAFETY 
PUBLIC ®CRKS 
HEALTE 
CULTURE-RECREAT ION 
OTKER 


GENERAL CBLICATION 
REVENUE CBLIGSTION 
LOCAL IPPRCVEFENT 
CTFER 


PLBLIC WLRKS 


$ 657,400 RCADS ANC HIGHWAYS 
SCLIC WASTE SERVICES 

$ 1,CcC CTHER 

% 2C1l,7CO HEALTR 

$ NA PLBLIC WELFARE 
ACVINISTRATICN 
ACC 

$ @,324,C00 CTHER 


CLLTLRE - RECREATION 
RECREATICAS 


PARKS 
LIBRARY 
B4,3CC FAIR 
nA EXTEASION SERVICE 
6,7CC QTKER . 
91,CCC 
MISCELLAKECUS 
LY.) 
74,6CO 
714,6CC - TCTAL CURRENT EXPENCITURES 


AARAAAeS 


TRANSFERS TC ENTERPRISE 
ACTIVITIES ANC GOVERNMENTS 


hn a a i ee ed a 


CAPITAL CUTLAY % 
CEBT SERVICE $ 
PREACTPAL 
INTEREST 
PUBLIC ENTERPRISE #CTIVITIES 
° 
GENERAL REVENUE SHARING CUTLAY AUXELEARY CATA 
CPERATIONS CAPITAL CLTLAY POPLLATICN 
RURAL VEFICLE REGISTRATICN 
NA $ Na GENERAL GCVT. ACTIVITY EMP. 
NA $ Na FUBLIC EXTERPRISE EMP. 
NA $ KA ; 
Na 6 NA TOTAL ASSESSEC VALLATION = $ 
Na s na GRCSS PERSCNAL IACCHE $ 
NA $ NA RETAIL SALES $ 
: STLTE INCOME TAXES PAID $ 
STATE SALES TAKES PAIC 5 
ceel 
TOTAL PROPERTY TAXES $ 
NA CCUATY 
NA SCHCCL 
NA PUNTCEPAL 
"A SPECIAL TAKES 
TOTAL LEVY CCUNTY FUNCS (PSLLSD 
-65- CCUATY RCACS (PILES) 


1972 


EXPENOITURES 


1,212,400 
6C, ACC 
257,900 
191,2CC 
76y.7CO 
76,0CC 
173,80C 
162,80C 
B81,9CC 
113,500 
17,aCcC 


148,CCO 


434,6CC 
414,500 
524CC 
14,700 


1, 383,30C 
1,383,3CC 
NA 
NA 


384,40C 


3,111,600 
778,9CC 
16433, 30C 
099e4CC 


209,5CC 
53,10C 
NA 
44,C00 
43, 71CC 
5v,5CC 
12,2CC 


3559CC 


te92Ce1CO 


192,6CC 


20954CU 


NA 


102,0C0 
215942 

NA 

AA 

NA 
1$3-731,98C 
260, 1730152 
315, 7349667 
Se 221eC26 
Ee 64)h e514 


18,636578 
360419553 
13,050,486 
1,2C05—376 
Le 3419423 


15. 7u 
1086.52 


COUNTY OF PCRCAN 


GENERAL GCVERAPENT ACTIVITIES 


1972 1972 
REVEAUES EXPENCITLRES 
TAXES $ 1,032,6CC GENERAL GCVERNPENT $ 293.405 
CENERAL PRCPERTY 927,1CC CCVMISSICNERS i 35,SCC 
SPFCIFIC CmKERSEIP 1¢1,30C ACPINISTRATICN 63,CCC 
SALES NA CLERK AND RECCRCER 6C,0Ce 
CTrER 44C0 ELECTION 19,Ccc 
TREASLRER 34,10C 
LICENSES ANC PERFITS $ 3,3CC ASSESSGR SC eA CC 
PLANNING ANC ZCNING 4,9CC 
INTERGCVERAPERTAL REVENLE $ 1,526e5CC : DATA PRCCESSING NA 
FETERAL 146,7CC PLANT MAINT. ANO UPS. 21,CCC 
GENERAL REVEAUE SEARING 144.5CC OTHER We 
CTrER 2,2CC 
STATE 1, 3@0,2CC JSLOUCTAL $ 25,2CC 
HIChRAY USERS TOX 421,ECS 
WELFAKE 921,ccCc PLBLIC S#FETY $ G45 3CC 
CIGARETTE TAX No LAn EXFORCEMENT B2.4C6 
MCTOR VEFICLE REG. FEE NA FIRE "A 
CTHER 37,6CC OTHER 5,9CC 
CTRER UNITS NA 
PLBLIC wCRKS $ 582,9CC 
“CHANCES FOR CURRENT SERVICES & 1€6,7CC RCADS ANC HIGHWAYS 582,9CC 
SCLIC WASTE SERVICES NA 
FIRES AKC FORFEITS 6 2e7CC CTRER NA 
PISCFELLANECUS 6 12103Ct HEALTH $ 91,1CC 
TRARSFFRS FRCY EXTERPRI SE t Aa PLOLIC WELFARE $ Le2B1,3C 
ACTIVITIES ACPIAISTRATICN 437, 35CC 
ACC bC2er CG 
TOTAL HFVEALE $ 20755702 CTHER : aGb,3CC 
CLLTULRE - RECREATION $ 44,6CC 
RECREATICNS 2,90C 
PENSICN FUNC PARKS NA 
; : LIBRARY 1C,3CC 
COLATY SFARE 23,éCO fAIP : BH SHAKE 
EMPLOYEE SFARE AA EXTEAST Ca SERVICE 2526CC 
OTFER 2,4CC UTFER P 2,5CC 
TOTSL INCOPE $ 26~eCCC 
= PISCELLAKECUS $ NA 
PEASICA PAYPEATS AA 
CIFER 22.ccc 
CURRENT CUTLAY $ 22eCCC TCTAL CURRENT EXPENCITURES $ LeGt de eCl 
r TRANSFERS TC ENTERPRISE 4 56,2CC 
ACTIVITIES ANC GCVERNMENTS 
COPITAL CUTLAY $ 207,7CC 
CERT SERVICE t Na 
PRIACIPAL 
INTEREST 


PLBLIC ENTERPRISE ACTIVITIES 


OPERATING INCCHE 
CKAREES 
FEFS 
CIreR 


TRAASFEFS IN 
OTFER 
TOVEL REVERLE 


OPERATING CUTLAY 
CTreER 
CURRENT CUTLAY . 


CAPITAL CLTLAY 
OEBT SERVICE 


FRIAC TIPLE 
INTEREST 
CENERAL RFVERLE SHARING CUTLAY AUXILIARY CATA 

CPERATIGAS CaPrtat CLTLAY PCPULATICN 2¢,9CC 

RURAL VEHICLE REGESTRATICN Sy6CT 

GENERAL GCVERAMENT $ NA $ “nA GENFRAL GOVT. ACTIVITY EMP. NA 
PUELIC SAFETY $ NA $ NA FUBLIC EATERPRISE EMP. NA 
PUBLIC RCRKS $ NA $ Aa NA 
HEALTH $ NA $ NA TOTAL ASSESSEO VALLATIUA $ 5 5e646e26C 
CULTLIE-RECKEATICN $ NA $ NA GRCSS PERSCNAL INCCME $ 53,231e228 
OTrER $ NA $ NA RETAIL SALES $ 692877, 736 
STAIF INCCME TAXES PAIC $ 1e0c6,C62 

STATt SALES TAXES PAIC $ 1,35Cy 365 

ceer ; 

TCTAL PRCPERTY TAXES $ 4e830eI>1 

GERERAL CALIGAaTICS $ NA CCUATY 940.421 
REVEALE CBLICATICA $ NA SCRCCL 34430, 562 
LOCAL IPFRCOVEPENT $ NA WUNICIPAL 126,613 
OTrER 6 Na SPECIAL TAXES 273,15> 
pene. -66- TOTAL LEVY CCUATY FUNCS (PELLS) 16.90 








bie a) ; : COUATY RCACS (MELES) 1159.3¢ 








COUNTY OF WELC 


GENERAL GOVERNMENT ACTIVITIES 


1972 

REVENUES 
TAXES % 5,703_,80C 
CENER BL PRCPLRTY $192,405 
SPECIFIC CWNORKSFIP 495~e9CC 
SALES NA 
CTHER 15,5CC 
LICENSES ANC PEXPITS % t6,5CC 
INTERGCVERAMENTAL REVeNbe $ €6923_,6CC 
FECER AL 1.C65e4CC 
GEACRAL R=VEALE SEAZINCG 83C0,9CC 
“CTRFR 235,5CC 
STATE $,8595,6CC 
HI1GrhAY ULJE«S TAX 16409,4C9 
wt le sé 4e176,3CC 
CICARLITTE T4x ‘MA 
MCTOR VERFICLE HEG. FEE NA 
C¥h-# 2742909 
CTRER UATTS 1,¢C9 
* CHASCES FOR CURNE®T StaVILeES & $P6,7CC 
FINES AAC FLRFELTS % 7cO0 
MESCELLARECUS $ Be4oZCC 
T2AASEFERS FRCP CNHTERKPREST $ NA 


ACTIVITIES 


TOTAL RrVERLE 


COUNTY SPAR = 
FMPLCYEE Share 
OTFER 

TOTAL {INCUFc 


PENSICAN PAYMEATS 
CTRER 
CURRENT CUTLAY 


OPERATING INCCME 
CHARCES 
FEES 
CTKER 


TRANSFERS Ih 
OTHER 
TOTAL REVERUE 


OPERATING CLILAY 
OTKER 
CURRENT CUTLAY 


CAPETAL CUTLAY 

DEBT SERVICE 
PRINCEPLE 
INTEREST 


GENERAL GOVERNMENT 
PueLIC SAFETY 
PUBLIC wCRKS 
HEALTH 

CUL TURE-RECREAT ION 
OTrFER 


GEAERAL OBLICATION 
REVENUE CBLIGATICN 
LOCSL IMPROVEMENT 
QTRER 


cmc 9 eenneneeettee ween oenlitaneenenes ne 


& 132,659,709 


PENSICN FUNC 


GENERAL GOVERNMENT 
CCPFISSICNERS 
ACPINISTRATICN 
CLERK AND RECOKVER 
ELECTION 
TREASURER 
ASSESSOR 
PLAANING AND ZONIKG 
HATA PROCESSING 


PLANT MAINT. ANG CPS. 


CTHER 
JLOICHLAL 


PLBLIC SAFETY 
LAW ENFORCEMENT 
FIRE 
CTrER 


PLBLIC wWCRKS 
XCACS AND HIGHWAYS 
SCLIF WASTE SEXVICES 
CTHER 


HEAITH 


PLBLIC wfLFARE 
ACPMINISTRATICY 
ACC 
CPHIER 


CLLILRFE - Re CREATICA 
rECZEBTICNS 
PAIKS 
LIBXAXY 
FATS 
PRIENSICN SERVICE 
CTHFR 


MISCELLAAECUS 


TCTAL 


FRANSFC®S TC FNIcRPAISe 


ACTIVITISS ANC GOVERNMENTS 


CAPLTAL CUTLAY 


DELT SERVICE: 
PYENCLPAL 
INTEREST 


192,5CC 
132,1C0 
57,9CC 
s 3f7,2C0 
229 3CC 
11,.7CC 
$ 345CCO 
PUBLIC ENTERPRISE &CTIVITIFS 
HCSPITAL AUR SUNG 
HOPE 
$ 6,/9CE,=C0 % 303,700 
6e9CE, 509 383,700 © 

NA NA 

"IA NA 

5 NA $ 230,70C 

53,S50C NA 

$ 6,962,400 3 614,400 

$ 62745,606 $ 61494CC 

17,c00 NA 

2 & 6,766,600 $ 614,400 

$ NA 5 NA 

$ NA r NA 


GENERAL REVENUS ShARTNG CUTLAY 


CPERATIOAS CAPITAL CUTLAY 
$ Na ry “NA 
$ NA $ Na 
$ NA $ \A 
$ NA $ NA 
$ NA 1 \A 
$ NA $ NA 

Ceel 
$ NA 
$ NE 
t NE 
$ WA 


AUXILIARY CATA 


POPULATION 


RURAL VEHICLE RFGISTRATICN 
Ge’.r zat GOVT. ACTIVITY EMP. 


FUBLIC ENTERPRISE EMP. 


TCTAL SSSESSEC VALUATION 


CacsS PERSENAL TNCCME 
Bt T4llL SALES 


ST4TE INCCRE TAKES PAID 


ST4Te SALES TAXES PAIC 


TOTAL PROPERTY TAXES 
CCUATY 
SCrCCL 
MUNICIPAL 
SPECIAL TAXES 


TOTAL LEVY CCUNTY FUNC S (PILLS) 


CCLATY PUAUS (MILES) — 


CURRENT Harb wei Turks 


FAA 


5 ad 


1972 


EXVENCT TURES 


¢ 


19497,ACC 
S5ehCU 
23955962 
293,67" 
1C6o,5Cu 
1C6,3¢. 
23 20¢CL 
141,95C. 
Lo,lte 
L7Bel%e 
L2@,+°C 


144592°% 


355947- 
334,4#CC 

wh 
Z2U,gt =~ 


29141450" 
Zel25% 

Lile6% 

A 


Teme F=C 


Sezd desl 
ICs TC 
se lbcorin 


Lel3d2eeu 


BoP ig oz 
L349 SOG 

t Del Sa 
th ag 2 wi 


d3e%- 


di nea 


1 eG2dec2 


Siw, lle 


“74,70: 


fey sls 
22eCC° 


NSC 


IT,0(0 
s2n322 

NA 

wa 

NA 
222081445 U 
245e 755,989 
Cle 5d3077 
w# e816 ets 
Se577,8%3 


21513146490 
SelTly>25 

14,lot,.359 
192959 260 

$54,952 


<3.2k 
3594.29 


During this period, Front Range Counties lost the following: Boulder, 
103,519 acres 3 Arapahoe, 83,876 acres; Adams, 130,236 acres; and Larimer, 
12,876 acres. 


The problem is considered in a study, "Urbanization of Rural Lands in the 
Northern Colorado Front Range,'' which discusses growth in Boulder, Larimer, 
and Weld Counties and its effect on rural lands. It contains the ominous 
prediction that ''continued population growth between 1970 and 1990 could 
occupy additional rural lands ranging between 17,000 and 51,000 acres.'"' 


Weld County is sufficiently concerned because it has some of the richest 
agricultural land in the State and values its resource. Needless to say, 
preservation of agricultural lands is a major county planning objective 
in Weld County. 


In contrast to the rural agricultural counties are the mountain counties 
of Clear Creek and Gilpin. 76.1% of the total land in Clear Creek is 
under public ownership or control, most of this being the Arapaho National 
Forest. The same is true of close to half of the land in Gilpin County. 
Boulder, Douglas, Jefferson, and Larimer Counties also contain sizeable 
portions of national forest lands. Contrast this to Elbert County in 
which 92% of the land is private in ownership and used for livestock 
aren (944,340 acres of pasture range land) and dry cropland (212,220 
acres). 


B. Resource Industry Analysis 


1. Resources 


Land - Land has been discussed previously with the focus on man's social 
presence and specialized use. A contrast was drawn between urban, agricul- 
tural, and forested land. Here, the emphasis is on public versus private 
lands and especially BLM-owned property. 





BLM has very little surface land in the SEPA. No surface ownership exists 
in the Denver Basin (Adams, Arapahoe, Denver, and Elbert). Clear Creek is 
the only county in which sfgnificant BLM surface ownership exists (13,698 
acres). Mineral rights exist in all of the counties except Denver. Table 
XIX lists BLM lands by county. Forest Service lands are also listed due 

to the large acreage of USFS land in over half of the counties. Map III 


gives a general picture of locations of national forests and national grass- 
lands. 


BLM lands are not mapped in this report because in most cases the land is 

in parcels too small to record on this scale. The District Office has the 
legal descriptions and maps of the BLM land where they are available. Land 
ownership in Clear Creek and Gilpin Counties is very difficult to determine 


legally due to the fragmentation of land by mining claims. 


Weld County Comprehensive Plan, January 1973, 
3 "Urbanization of Rural Lands in the Northern Colorado Front Range,'' 
Natural Resource Economics Division-Economic Research Service, U.S.D.A., 


Dr. Raymond L. Anderson, p. 19, tn cooperation with C.S.U. Cooperative 
4 Extension Service. 


Colo. State Planning Office, Elbert Cty. Water & Sewer Facility Plan. 
-=68> 
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TOTAL (ALL LAND) 


COUNTY 


ADAMS 


ARAPAHOE 


BOULDER 


CLEAR CREEK 


DENVER 


DOUGLAS 


ELBERT 


GILPIN 


JEFFERSON 


LARIMER 


MORGAN 


WELD 


SOURCE: 


























TABLE XIX 


BLM AND USFS LANDS BY COUNTY (ACRES) 


BLM 
SURFACE 


0 

0 
3,361 
13,698 


220 
0 
2,436 
3,917 
1,612 
2,459 
3,897 


BLM 


MINERAL 


10,272 
45,645 
6,180 
6,030 
0 
3, 871 
55.732 
is378 
21,913 
38,470 
28,846 
24,047 


BLM Northeast Area Office, Golden (1974 Data). 


BLM Socio-Economic Data Systems. 


=69- 


USFS 
8 
423,016 
137,730 
167,422 
0 
141,231 
0 
39,452 
100,134 
617,625 
0 


193,060 











827,633 
552,656 
384,130 
236,422 
66 , 896 
532,788 


13162, 550 


76,452 
476 , 843 


1,212,284 


828,400 


2,600,117 


MAP ILI 
NATIONAL FORESTS AND GRASSLANDS 









a 


ADAMS 


ARAPAHOE 


ELBERT 







Wz NATIONAL FORESTS 
im GRASSLANDS 


SOURCE: Colorado, a regional approach. Community Development Section 


Colorado Division of Commerce and Development. 
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Minerals - The SEPA provides over half the quarry materials produced 
in the State. Jefferson, Larimer, Adams, Boulder, and Douglas Counties, 
in order, lead the production. Fossil fuel production is not too signi- 
ficant in the SEPA. Adams, Arapahoe, Morgan, and Weld produce notable 
amounts of oil and gas. Weld is the only county involved in coal produc- 
tion at present. Table XX details minerals sales for 1973. Maps IV and V 
illustrate coal regions and oi] and gas production respectively. It is 
significant to note that all but two counties of the SEPA are in a coal 
basin, even though mining is not being done presently. This will probably 
be the point of future BLM activity in the SEPA as demand for fuel increases. 


Mineral sales include other products on a smaller scale. Adams County 
produces a small quantity of gold. Uranium is found in Jefferson County. 
As has been noted earlier, Clear Creek depends heavily on the income it 
derives from molybenumn mining. 


Forest Products - Only Jefferson and Larimer Counties were involved in 
timber sales in 1970. Total volume was 5,109 mbf, for Jefferson, and 17,421 
mbf for Larimer. In Larimer PU over a five-year period, BLM timber 
sales averaged 2.7% of the total. 


Agriculture - Agriculture is a major part of the economy in the SEPA; 
however, BLM does not play a significant roll in any of_the counties. Less 
than a tenth of a percent of any livestock are BLM-fed.2 Table XXI gives 
basic agricultural data for the study area in terms of crop and livestock 
production. Table XXII shows production estimates for winter wheat, corn, 
grain, sorghum, barley, dry beans, sugar beets, cattle, and sheep in a 
comparative manner. Weld County ranks number one in the State in dry beans, 
sugar beets, and cattle; number two in barley; number three in corn; and 
fifth in dry beans. Larimer County ranks fourth in barley production. 


Recreation and Wildlife - It is difficult to attach economic values to 
recreational activities due to the nature and complexity of expenditures 
which occur. Table XXII! quantifies sportsmen expenditures by activity, 


by average dollar spent per day, per season, and total. The source study 
includes all of the planning regions in Colorado. An observation is made 
that often the highest expenditures occurred in the Denver metro region. 
This is attributed to the fact that over half the State's population lives, 
here and that people tend to spend more here, even if they hunt elsewhere. 


The Colorado Division of Parks and Outdoor Recreation has a detailed data 
system which considers 56 recreation activities in terms of supply, demand, 


1 BLM Socio-Economic Data System. 

2 Ibid. 
Information on Table XXI! and rankings from: Colorado Agricultural 
Statistics - 1972-1973, published by the Colorado Department of 
Agriculture, July 1974. 

h 


Ross, Blood, Nobe, A Survey of Sportsmen Expenditures for Hunting and 
Fishing in Colorado, 1973. p. hr 
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TABLE XX 


MINERAL SALES 1973 


TOTAL VALUE FOSSIL FUELS 

ALL MINERALS QUARRY PRODUCTS IL NAT. GAS COAL 
COUNTY m(Sl7 000}. = (THOUS. S. TON) ($1,000) (THOUS. BBLS.) (MILL. FT?) (THOUS. S. TON) 
ADAMS 27, 886 3,552 7,104 2,044 12,682 we 
ARAPAHOE 27,861 L227 2,455 = @ 2590) 8,578 -- 
BOULDER 4,204 2,096 4,192 1 -- -- 
CLEAR CREEK 10,037 429 858 -- -- oe 
DENVER 1,200 600 1,200 -- -- = 
DOUGLAS 3,612 1, 806 3,612 -- -- a 
ELBERT 1,304 218 437 189 465 = 
GILPIN 6 2 5 -- -- ae 
JEFFERSON 17,310 6, 433 12,866 -- -- -- 
LARIMER 9,716 4529 9,059 86 22 
MORGAN 5, 389 See 278 498 3,230 
WELD 29,295 857 1,715 2,692 7,610 510 
SEPA 137,802 21,890 . 43,781 , 8,311 32,168 510 
COLORADO 626,747 KO, 411 80 , 823 36,590 143,792 » 6,232 

“be 
































MINERAL SALES (CONT.) 











SS —=—__=—— —_—- - a 


Fr a a a 


VALUE VALUE LARGEST SALES 

ALL FUELS ALL ae: ee 
COUNTY ($1,000) ($1,000) NAME QUANTITY ($1,000) 
ADAMS 20,724 58 Gold (Troy 0z.) 594 58 
ARAPAHOE 25,406 
BOULDER 9 
CLEAR CREEK 9,178 Molybdenum (MLB) N.A. 9,178 
DENVER 
DOUGLAS 
ELBERT 866 
GILPIN 
JEFFERSON | 4443 Uranium (M. LBS) 740 4 443 
LARIMER 657 
MORGAN 5,110 
WELD 27,580 
SEPA 80, 352 13,679 
COLORADO 386 , 268 159,655 


SOURCE: Colorado Division of Mines, A Summary of Mineral Industry Activities in Colorado, 1973. 
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MAP IV 


COAL BEARING REGIONS AND FIELDS 
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SOURCE: Landis, E.R. Coal Resources of Colorado. Geological Survey 
Bulletin 1072-C, 1959. 
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MAP V 


OIL AND GAS PRODUCTION 
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SOURCE: ''Rocky Mountain Region Oi] and Gas Production'' (map). 
Petromotion, 1971. 
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TABLE XX| 


AGRICULTURAL DATA: 1972 





Crops: Number of Noe cor Number 
COUNTY Value of Production Cattle & Calves Hogs & Pigs of Sheep 
ADAMS 15,193,900 69,500 224500 4,000 
ARAPAHOE 4,327,400 17,600 1,200 1,000 
BOULDER 7,125,000 50,000 13,000 10,000 
CLEAR CREEK os 300 £100 300 
DENVER He mo = — 

DOUGLAS 451,200 20,500 2,400 200 
ELBERT 4,042,000 56,300 4,700 1,700 
GILPIN oe 600 100 = 

JEFFERSON Pek, 000 10,000 200 100 
LARIMER 17,598, 200 140,000 15,000 9,100 
MORGAN 26,775,500 197,000 30 ,500 2,100 
WELD 87,753,200* 728,000% 43,500%* 13,500 
SEPA 164,961,400 1,289,800 133,000 42,000 
COLORADO 491,575,000 3,610,000 340,000 684 ,000 








SOURCE: 1974 Colorado Agricultural Statistics, 1973 Preliminary, 1972 Final, Colorado Dept. of Agriculture. 


* = Highest in State. 


TABLE XXII 


WINTER WHEAT PRODUCTION (bushels) 





BSS > 3,500,000 
RSH «-1,000,000 - 3,499,999 
[MIM + 100,000 - 999,999 
Et] =< 100,000 

CL] none 


SORGHUM GRAIN PRODUCTION (bushels) 


MOXOS > 500, 000 
ESS 100,000 - 499,999 
MIMD 25,000 - 99,999 
<25,000 

{___] NONE 


=J]- 


CORN GRAIN PRODUCTION (bushels) 





Cee gles 
et 





‘ 


>2,000,000 


500,000 - 1,999,999 
MI 50,000 - 499,999 
<50,000 

[J none 


BARLEY PRODUCTION (bushels) 





> 800,000 


AN 
PSS 200,000 - 799,999 
Hirt 


505000 = 1195,,989 


|_| = NONE 


DRY BEAN PRODUCTION (cwt.) 





WSS) 2100, 000 
PREY 50,000 - 99,999 
HII 10,000 - 49,999 
eel 210,000 

[1] none 


CATTLE AND CALVES 










RS 
OS PERS 
as ean 
[ERS 
> 100,000 BS 
50,000 - 99,999 
[MMT] +=25,000 - 49,999 
10,000 - 24,999 
(oan) < 10,000 








QQ A DK ) 


SUGAR BEET PRODUCTION (tons 


\ 
‘ai ULI 
NAA a 


L__] none 






STOCK SHEEP 









KY 


HTK 
eps 
a = 


NY 250,000 

KSX} 10,000 - 49,999 
[TM 5,000 - 9,999 
1,500 - 4,999 
eae <1,500 


Ce 
ee 


) 





TABLE XXII 





SPORTSMEN EXPENDITURES BY ACTIVITY PARTICIPATION, 1973 
Region #2 Region #3 
ACTIVITY Average/Day Average/Season Total Average/Da Average/Season Total 

Antelope : . $ 73,886 $ 87.65 S. Si29ey2 $ 245,047 
Bighorn Sheep | : : 15,160 0 0 0 
Bear | 62,106 11.13 74.59 148,217 
Deer | ; : B,339.637 62.51 218.81 9,676,560 
Elk 1 2, 382.643 52.43 230.70 6,872,554 
Mountain Lion | 0 11.01 66.09 12,328 
Fishing, Lake 16,474,677 19.03 218.94 30,997,411 
Fishing, Stream | 8,859,848 12.13 139.58 17,257,635 
Duck 3 1,075, 334 19.34 125.73 2,027,470 
Geese | : 85. 1,006,148 13.00 87.16 821,818 
Small Game Birds : 889 ,048 36.93 88.64 3,050,560 
Small Game Mammals | 351,675 17233 64.13 753,679 
Varmints | ie 415 , 342 N.A. 78.62 697,679 





aK aK 72,561 ,268 


eww ew ewe ee ee ee eee eee ee ee ew ee ew eee ee eee eee ew ee ee ewe ew ew ew ew MP ew ew eB Bw ew ew ew eB mew ew ew eB ee we ew eww ew MK ee ee ewe we ew ewe eee ewe eB ew ew ew ee ewe ewe ewe eB ew ew ew ew ee eee 


SOURCE: Ross, Blood, Nobe. A Survey of Sportsmen Expenditures For Hunting and Fishing in Colorado, 1973, 


for the Colorado Division of Wildlife. 
The Colorado Division of Wildlife, The Strategy of Today, For Wildlife Tomorrow, January 1, 1974. 


Applicable. 
Available. SES 
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and need for each county. In order to work with such a massive amount of 
data, all figures are translated in activity days. Table XXIV represents 
data on eight of these resource activities. 


Supply represents the estimated existing activity in terms of activity days. 
Often a demand exists without a supply, meaning that people in a given coun- 
ty would use such a resource if it existed. Need represents the difference 
between supply and demand. 


The fact that Denver actually has a supply of skiing area is not a mistake; 
however, people do not ski downtown Denver. It happens that the City and 
County of Denver owns 5,822.6 acres of mountain parks in 

Grand County. 


The other data follows expected trends; skiing in mountain areas, fishing 
and hiking when the necessary environment exists. Where demand exceeds 
supply, need is expressed as a negative number. There is an excessive 
demand for skiing in the Denver metro area and Larimer County. Boulder 
has a need in technical climbing. Trail hiking demands are excessive in 
Adams, Douglas, Jefferson, and Larimer Counties. Fishing streams are in 
heavy demand in the metro area also. The trend is for the need to exist 
in the areas of heaviest population in activities that are popular to 

the area. Note also that there is a demand for fishing in Elbert County. 


2. Analysis 


Location Quotient - A location quotient is the ratio between the percen- 
tage of regional employment in a sector to the percentage of national employ- 
ment in that sector. It indicates the relative specialization of the regional 
economy. An LQ (location quotient) of 1.0 shows that the region has the 
same percentage of its total employment in a given sector as does the nation 
as a whole. An LQ greater than 1.0 indicates that the region has a larger 
percentage of total employment than the nation as a whole (twice as much if 
the LQ is 2.0), and an LQ smaller than 1.0 means a correspondingly smaller 
involvement in that activity. 


Table XXV gives the percentage of the work force involved in each sector and 
the LQ for each sector for the SEPA counties, the SMSA, the SEPA, and the 
State. The national percentage for each sector is listed at the end. Figures 
become more exaggerated as the size of the area decreases; thus, counties with 
few inhabitants will haveerratic figures compared to well populated counties. 
The comparison of a county to the nation lends itself to exaggeration. Look 
at the State, SEPA, and SMSA LQ's first. Note that mining is 2.125, meaning 
that Colorado has twice the involvement in mining as the nation as a whole. 
Also, note that the State is weak in manufacturing involvement compared to 

the nation. Most of the other sectors are fairly close to the national. 

One cannot expect to find LQ's of 1.0 too often, exact matches being im- 
probable. 





Act of August 25, 1914 - 38 Stat. 706, 
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TABLE XXIV 


RECREATION NEEDS IN ACTIVITY DAYS 


ee 7a “a-e Or Ge“ 


DOUGLAS 


43,177 
-43,177 


33,073 
21,589 
11,484 


1,179,533 


0 


ADAMS ARAPAHOE BOULDER CLEAR CREEK DENVER 

DOWNHILL SKIING 

Supply 0 0 0 0 14,108 

Demand 0 43,177 454, 378 845,676 65,766 

Need 0 43,177 -454, 378 -845 ,676 ~50, 658 Siete OS 
meres iG 

Supply 0 0 926,257 0 0 

Demand 0 0 101,534 97,149 0 

Need 0 0 824,722 - 94,149 OP ss | ree ee 
CROSS-COUNTRY, IN OPEN 

Supply 0 0 110,373 300, 240 4,166 

Demand 0 0 118,738 0 0 

Need 0 0 - 8,365 300,240 Bia eames Ree 
uigaanlag Et Riel egy eee Cea ae eee Eee 

Supply 0 0 218,311 2,728,432 0 

Demand 0 0 3189255 34,357 303,596 

Need 0 0 -100,944 2,694,874 - 303,596 


1,179,533 


RECREATION NEEDS IN ACTIVITY DAYS (CONT.) 


DOWNHILL SKIING ELBERT. | i= CGILPIN ©. 6 4 sJEFFERSON] © LARIMER- |S) “MORGAN Spe SEL D oe 
Supp ly 0 0 0 37,642 | 0 0 
Demand 0 91,079 280,653 638,669 0 12,884 
Need 0 -91,079 -280,653 -600 ,967 0 -12,884 


CROSS-COUNTRY, ON TRAILS 


Supply 0 0 0 3,612,401 0 0 
Demand 0 592,012 10,794 105,277 0 0 
Need 0 -592,012 -10,794 3,507,124 0 0 


CROSS-COUNTRY, IN OPEN 


Supply 0 0 0 5,360,774 0 0 
Demand 0 0 21,589 81,945 0 0 
Need 0 0 -21,589 5,278,830 0 0 


MOUNTAIN CLIMBING(TECH. ) 


Supply 0 92,218 673,962 35117 3055 0 0 
Degeod 0 10,794 10,784 19,384 0 0 
eed 0 81,424 663168 3,097,711 wee 0 














HIKING ACROSS OPEN COUNTRY 


Supply 
Demand 


Need 


HIKING ON TRAILS 
Supply 
Demand 
Need 

FISHING ON STREAMS 
Supply 
Demand 
Need 


FISHING, LAKE FROM 
SHORE 


Supply 
Demand 


Need 


a Ev 711] i; enna -Y<V 17 iy WC 


CLEAR CREEK 


ADAMS - 
25,590 
21,589 


4,001 


19,198 
229, 382 


-120, 183 


ame ee ae Se ee = eee eee = 


21,589 
alg 209 


718,650 
144,546 
574,15 





ARAPAHOE 


686 ,948 
62,541 
624,385 


173,533 
148,916 
24,118 


1,626 
134,256 
al s2 pogo 


546 ,036 
317,215 


228, 822 


BOULDER 
4,053,154 
1,423,065 


2,630,090 


25 356,659 
1,950,951 
405,708 


4,288,954 
337,094 
3,951,860 


2,649,145 
545,985 


2,103,160 


-83- 


RECREATION NEEDS IN ACTIVITY DAYS (CONT.) 


9,105,650 
148,454 
8795/5190 


2,187,478 
700 ,627 
1,486,851 


303,074 
53,856 
249,218 


675,101 
215,425 
459,676 


DENVER 

292,780 

204,631 
88,150 


7,267,646 


484,408 
6, 783,238 


0 
43,177 
“h3 5177 


221,950 
62,627 
159 ,323 





DOUGLAS 
2,176,537 
265,218 


beo.big320 


169,974 
285 ,999 
-116,024 


120,68] 
344,496 
=223,815 


352,535 
43,177 
309 , 358 


RECREATION NEEDS (CONT.) 


ELBERT GILPIN. JEFFERSON LARIMER +\MORGAN WELD 

HIKING ACROSS OPEN COUNTRY 

Supply 74,226 1,391,780 5,704,136 18,157,483 495 607 1,201,204 

Trent 21,589 263,606 1,121,614 1,929,269 71,150 239,565 

Need 52,638 £128,174 4 582,522 18,228,214 424,457 961,639 
HIKING ON TRAILS 

Supply 0 261,638 188,610 3,561,098 15,730 28,759 

Demand 0 260 ,692 982,377 5,858,458 0 Pade 148 

Need 0 946 -793,767 -2,307, 359 15,730 242,950. 
FISHING ON STREAMS 

Supply 0 6,024 135,829 3,784,779 11,582 69,678 

Demand | 0 250,129 811,088 1,493,646 107,943 77,419 

Need 0 -244,105 -675,258 2,211,134 - 96,36] = Las 
FISHING, LAKE FROM 

SHORE : 

Supply 0 102,316 420,256 47,749,078 237,000 +) 107615462 

Demand 10,794 172,709 215,887 2,709,456 64,768 314,894 

Need ; -10,794 107393 204, 370 LS 039,622 172,834 1,446,587 


SOURCE: COLORADO DIVISION OF PARKS AND OUTDOOR RECREATION, Department of Natural Resources, Alan R. Everson, 
Senior Planner. 
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INDUSTRIAL GROUP 
AGRICULTURE & FISHERIES 
MINING 

CONSTRUCTION 
MANUFACTURING 

TRANS. & COMMUNICATION 
UTIL TSES 

WHOLESALE TRADE 

RETAIL TRADE 

FINANCE, INS., & R.E. 
SERVICES 

PUBLIC EDUCATION 
PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION 


OTHER 


iy E 


14, 
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ECONOMIC BREAKDOWN BY BROAD [NDUSTRIAL GROUPS: 


TABLE XXV 


1970 


Percentage of Total Employment & Location Quotient 


oO 


™~ 


Adams 
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270 
750 
694 
- 348 
. 320 
153 
225 
.220 
440 
.260 
928 
351 
. 782 


TABLE XXV 


ECONOMIC BREAKDOWN BY BROAD INDUSTRIAL GROUPS: 1970 
(CONT.) 


Percentage OfelOkal Employment & Location Quotient 





Denver 


INDUSTRIAL GROUP = LQ LQ 

AGRICULTURE & FISHERIES 0.7 . 189 = 

MINING 0 1.250 =e 

CONSTRUCTION 5.1 864 3.305 
MANUFACTURING 14.9 =/40 eb 
TRANS. & COMMUNICATION 6.3 1.260 0.600 
UTILITIES 1.5 1.153 25536 
WHOLESALE TRADE 6.0 1.500 0.300 
RETAIL TRADE 16.9 1.062 949 
FINANCE, INS., & R.E. 7.4 1.480 1.640 
SERVICES 22.9 1.568 1.760 
PUBLIC EDUCATION 5.0 1.594 0.214 
PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION 6.7 1.240 2.129 
OTHER 5.0 as oF a 





=R6e 





TABLE XXV 


ECONOMIC BREAKDOWN BY BROAD INDUSTRIAL GROUPS: 1970 


CONT.) 
Percentage of Total empromnent & Location Quotient 


Moraga fe ld 





Jefferson 


INDUSTRIAL GROUP % Lg Z % LQ 

AGRICULTURE & FISHERIES e2 324 6.3 14.8 4.000 
MINING le/ ea325 0.2 0.3 0.375 
CONSTRUCTION 7.6 1.848 fal 7.4 1.254 
MANUFACTURING 17.4 906 1521 14.5 2/55 
TRANS. & COMMUNICATION 6.0 1.200 Zaf 3.8 . 760 
UTILITIES 1.8 1.384 la 1.4 1.076 
WHOLESALE TRADE 5.8 1.450 136 70 0.750 
RETAIL TRADE 7F0 1.069 17.4 16.9 1.062 
FINANCE, INS., & R.E. 6.7 1.340 4.6 5.1 1.020 
SERVICES 16.2 1.109 16.4 14.3 -.979 
PUBLIC EDUCATION 6.9 te232 18.4 11.8 22107 
PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION 76 1.407 4] 3.2 0.592 
OTHER Des 1.391 357 4.7 2.043 
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ECONOMIC BREAKDOWN BY BROAD INDUSTRIAL GROUPS: 


TABLE XV 


1970 
(CONT.) 


Percentage of Total Emoloyment & Location Quotient 


























[Denver SHSA aay "Colorado Te 
INDUSTRIAL GROUP | 4% ores Z : eee 
AGRICULTURE & FISHERIES a2 : : 357 
MINING el : 0.8 
ICOUSIERUCTION 6.1 | | | 5.9 
WANUFACTURING I7.0 | 885 16.5 859 | 14.6 760 | 19.2 
ae & COMMUNICATION | 6.4 1.280 aes) | 1.100 | 5.5 1.100 | 5.0 
MIT ALITIES | 1.5 | 1.153 | 1.5 | 1.153 | 17 | 1.307 1.3 
Lwovesaue TRADE | BS 1 N50 | a: | 13325 | 4.5 : 25 | 4.0 | 
pena TRADE }17.0 1.069 | 17.0 | 1.069 | 17.6 | Ho1de 15.9 
PEINANCE, INS., & R.E. a: | 1.320 | 6.3 | 1.260 5.6 15120 5.0 | 
Pela ba | 1328 18.8 | 1.287 18.7 1.280 | 14.6 
Pe EDUCATION | 6.5 | 1.160 | To | 13339 | 4.6 e357 a0 
eth. ADMINISTRATION 6.6 i227 6.2 | 1.148 | 6.6 1.222 ri! | 
= ER 4.2 : | . . 
: 
SOURCE: U.S. Census, General Social and Economic Characteristics, Colorado & U.S. Summary, 1970. 
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Contrast the SEPA LQ's with those of the SMSA and the State. Note that the 
SEPA and SMSA share very similar LQ's, with the exception of Agriculture, 
which is higher for the SEPA as a result of the northern counties. The 
other SEPA LQ's tend to be a little smaller than the SMSA's. 


Compare the Denver SMSA to the State. As expected, in addition to the 
aforementioned trends of the State as whole, one finds a higher amount of 
wholesale trade. This is a logical finding in a regional center. 


On the county level, something like the location of a State university in 

a county shows in the public education LQ. Boulder (2.625), Larimer (3.285), 
and Weld (2.107) all house State universities. On the county level, the 
existence of the institution of higher education has a significant economic 
effect; however, note that on a regional level such an etfect becomes neu- 
tralized, the SMSA having an LQ of 1.160 for public education (includes 
Boulder County) and the State's being 1.357. 


The less diversified the county, the more exaggerated the LQ. Clear Creek, 
Elbert, and Gilpin illustrate such exaggeration. Morgan and Weld Counties 
are heavily agricultural and thus have high LQ's for this sector. On the 
county level, complete diversity isn't necessary; in fact, specialization 
has its own economic advantages. 


Location quotients can tell more than just economic specialization. They 
can give an idea of the role of exports in the economy. Economic base 
theory explains that regional economic growth is strongly dependent on 

the ability of a region to produce goods and services to be exported to 
other areas. ''Basic'' activities are those which directly or indirectly 
support the production in the basic sectors. Thus, the addition or expan- 
sion of an activity can have multiple economic effects. 


Location quotient can be used to determine what activities are basic or 
export activities. Any sector having an LQ greater than 1.0 may export; 
however, it is difficult to know exactly when Soca beings. It has been 
suggested that an LQ of 1.5 and over might work. The group, aggregated 
into sectors as used on Table XXV, is too broad for such analysis to be 
effective. 


Multiplier Effect - In the above discussion of economic base theory, it 
was suggested that there is a link between basic and service activities. 


This linkage is termed a ''multiplier effect.'' For every dollar a basic 
activity generates, there exists an additional income elsewhere in the 
economy. 


Table XXVI shows the earnings for the SEPA in each sector broken down into 
export and import related earnings. The multiplier is also indicated. 


i 


] 
Gulley, David A., General Economic Conditions, Interim Report, Larimer- 
Weld Regional Economic Study, p. 13. 
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TABLE XXVI 


ACTIVITY ANALYSIS BY MAJOR ECONOMIC SECTOR 
SEPA 


pe 


IMPORTED RELATED INDUSTRY 





SOURCE: BLM Social and Economic Data System, based on U.S. Census, 1970. 


369 , 236 


EARNINGS EXPORT RELATED EARNINGS INCOME 
INDUSTRY ($1,000) EARNINGS ($1,000) 1,000) MULTIPLIER 

AGRICULTURE 

Livestock (excluding 64,390 14,03] 4h 512 Pe382 

dai ry-poultry) 

Other Agriculture 215 Veal 1.205 
MINING 

Metal 5,391 4571 2.486 

Fossil Fuels va at b> be, 13,603 220 

Quarrying 2,434 Hye yf Welz 
CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION 282,729 33,460 1.207 
MANUFACTURING 

Food & Kindred Prods. 120,648 11,969 1.055 

Lumber & Wood Prods. 15,566 1,601 1.007 

Other Manufacturing 601,988 209 , 782 1.968 
TRANS. & COMMUNICATION 295,287 119,981 Ve7iz 
PUBLIC UTILITIES 470,030 19513 593 1.089 
WHOLESALE & RETAIL 786 , 787 251,039 |.559 

TRADE 
FINANCES WINS .S SeRCEne m6 70123 1.000 
SERVICES 628,724 255,143 ea 
RECREATION 
GOVERNMENT 

Federal 375,885 375,885 2.752 

State & Local 418,849 1.000 
REGION SUMMARY 359 55d lel 1,067,713 Veyoe 


Tables XXVII and XXVIII give the same data, but for regions 2 and 3, res- 
pectively. While the multipliers shown for the entire SEPA correctly show 
regional impacts, it is thought by the author that it is more realistic to 
look at more cohesive sections of the SEPA, thus the breakdown into regions 

2 and 3. While in the context of the SEPA as a whole the agriculture multi- 
plier is 1.382, the impacts are visibly higher in region 2 (Larimer and Weld) 
than in region 3 (the urban area). Multipliers can be determined for any 
area, even for the whole State. While disaggregation presents one type of 
problem (exaggerated LQ's or percentages), aggregation can be just as 
misleading. 


It is an exaggeration to imagine that the addition of a major manufacturing 
firm in Weld County could possibly have a significant economic impact, directly 
or indirectly, on Elbert County. At the same time, multipliers do not always 
occur where expected. Economic history is filled with such events. Perti- 
nent to this study is the case of the Kodak Company in Windsor (Weld). Five 
years ago, Kodak located a big plant in Windsor. Rapid growth of the town 

was predicted. Surely a lot of people would move to Windsor. Today, approxi- 
mately 3,000 people work at Kodak. But Windsor's population hasn't grown 
accordingly. The reasons are simple. It's more convenient for people to 

live in nearby Fort Collins, Loveland, or Greeley where there are more and 
better goods, services, and job opportunities for the spouses of the Kodak 
workers. Windsor has no other comparable sources of employment and won't 

in the near future due to lack of water and sewage facilities. Gas tap 
availability is also a problem. Some population increase occurred among 

the production workers due to the availability of Farmer's Home Administra- 
tion Loans, but other people of higher income could not afford the high 
mortgage rates. As transportation costs rise, a change will have to occur. 
Kodak has considered the provision of transportation if the crunch comes. 

The Kodak Company has no doubt had an impact on the regional economy, but 
definitely not solely on the city of Windsor.2 


Ge Summary 


The most important trend in the Denver region over the past fifteen years 
has been that of rapid growth. Growth has affected all twelve SEPA Counties 
with the largest population increases occurring in the suburban Denver coun- 
ties. 


The major contrast drawn in the preceding pages is that of urban/rural differ- 
entiations. Rural includes farm and non-farm, and non-farm includes mountains 
vs. plains distinction. Social-economic differences can be summarized in 
several basic observations. 


1. Two major urban areas exist: The Denver metro area and the smaller Fort 


Collins/Greeley area. The Denver trade area includes more than just the 
SEPA, while the Fort Collins/Greeley trade area encompasses a smaller area, 


Information on Windsor furnished in a personal communication from Tom 
Rounds, Windsor's Planner. 
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TABLE XXVIII 


ACTIVITY ANALYSIS BY MAJOR ECONOMIC SECTOR 


Region No. 2 
hee vin dh hewn ett ple NR a? ol) ee ee 
IMPORTED RELATED INDUSTRY 
EARNINGS EXPORT RELATED EARNINGS INCOME 
INDUSTRY ($1,000) EARNINGS ($1,000) ($1,000) MULAI PLEER 
AGRICULTURE 43,871 29,750 2.280 
Livestock (excluding 10,968 13,537 (4027 
dairy-poultry) 
Other Agriculture 
MINING 
Metal 988 864 2.650 
Fossil Fuels 8,104 Jaul an 2.658 
Quarrying 362 167 1.001 
CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION 30,998 4,698 1.286 
MANUFACTURING 
Food & Kindred Prods. 20,765 1,692 ete 
Lumber & Wood Prods. 1,115 565 1.003 
Other Manufacturing 43,302 34,428 1.116 
TRANS. & COMMUNICATION 15,158 3,248 1.038 
PUBLIC UTILITIES 4472 2,184 1.011 
WHOLESALE 6& RETAIL 64,792 6 ,606 1.192 
TRADE 
FINANCE, INS., & R.E. 19,204 1.000 
SERVICES 48 , 380 10,535 Hey 
RECREATION 
GOVERNMENT 
Federal 21 politi? Z1lydl 7 2.887 
State & Local 82,838 1.000 


DISTRICT SUMMARY 416,434 82, 383 61,840 1.887 


SOURCE: BLM Social and Economic Data System, based on U.S. Census, 19/0. 
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TABLE XXVIUI 


ACTIVITY ANALYSIS BY MAJOR ECONOMIC SECTOR 


Region No. 3 
Ponca ie woth S Gh tt ae >» Here waco ae * IMPORTED RELATED INDUSTRY 
EARNINGS EXPORT RELATED EARNINGS INCOME 
q INDUSTRY ($1,000) EARNINGS ($1,000) ($1,000) MUDTISLIER 
AGRICULTURE 
Livestock (excluding 8,296 24,906 1.002 
dairy-poultry) 
Other Agriculture 7,938 27115 1.002 
MINING 
Metal 4,140 3,474 aA Y fe: 
Fossil Fuels 9,031 2,728 1.494 
Quarrying 2,046 2,346 1.001 
CONTRACT CONSTRUCTION 248 672 28,895 1.190 
MANUFACTURING 
Food & Kindred Prods. 96,897 13,594 1.029 
Lumber & Wood Prods. 14,379 953 1.004 
Other Manufacturing 557,108 167,816 1.190 
TRANS. & COMMUNICATION 277,866 123,490 lef27 
PUBLIC UTILITIES 4] ,872 16,979 1.012 
WHOLESALE 6& RETAIL 714,161 244,004 1.559 
TRADE 
BTWANCE, INS, © R.E. 246,739 | 1.000 
SERVICES 975,032 243,970 1.694 
RECREATION 
GOVERNMENT 
Federal 351,977 515977 2.636 
State & Local 332,077 1.000 
DISTRICT SUMMARY 3,488,231 998 ,538 324 669 1.636 
SOURCE: BLM Social and Economic Data System, based on U.S. Census, 197/90. 
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part of which includes the northern SEPA Counties. The Denver metro area 
and, to a much smaller extent, the Fort Collins/Greeley area are the 

most economically diversified areas in the SEPA. The periphery areas 

are less diversified in all cases. 

2. The periphery areas are rural areas, and most of them are involved 
with agriculture, with the exceptions of Clear Creek, Gilpin, and the 
western parts of Boulder, Jefferson, and Larimer Counties. These non- 
agricultural areas are often dependent on tourism due to aesthetic quali- 
ties and recreational opportunities that exist in the mountain/forest 
region. Clear Creek is also the only county heavily dependent on mining. 
In comparison with the urban areas, these periphery locations are more 
sparsely populated, have generally fewer minority groups (with the excep- 
tion of Morgan and Weld Counties), and have overall lower incomes (especi- 
ally rural farm). 
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11. INFRASTRUCTURE 


The analysis of infrastructure provides data on the extent of the support 
systems within the area's socio-economic structure. The development of 
infrastructure in a given area is dependent on certain threshold popula- 
tions. Table XXIX summarizes infrastructure for key cities in each county, 
including county seats. This data includes form of government, public ser- 
vices, educational facilities, and transportation facilities. Infrastruc- 
ture for the SEPA will be summarized on the county level in most cases on 
the following pages. 


A. Transportation 


1. Highway System 


Three important interstate highways pass through the SEPA. 1-25 runs 
the entire length of the State, parallel to the Front Range, passing through 
or near Fort Collins, Denver, and Castle Rock. I-/0 runs through Denver, 


going east and west. And I-76 (formerly |-80S) passes through Denver 
following the Platte River northeast through Fort Morgan and Sterling to 
Nebraska. Map VI illustrates these and other highways of importance in 
the SEPA. 


The Mileage Table (Table XXX) shows the distances between fifteen cities, 
twelve of which are in the SEPA. Colorado Springs, Limon, and Sterling, 
although non-SEPA cities, are important to the SEPA and are consequently 
listed. Note the accessibility of Denver to nearly all of the other cities. 


2. Railroads 


Seven Class | railroads serve Colorado in a network which provides 
freight service to any of the 48 contiguous states within six days. The 
Denver and Rio Grande Western serves Denver, with lines running south and 
west. Three Union Pacific lines run through the SEPA, all through Denver. 
One runs north towards Cheyenne, one northeast through Julesburg, and the 
third goes west to Kansas City. The Colorado and Southern, a division of 
Burlington Northern, passes through the entire State, including both Denver 
and Fort Collins. Denver is served by a branch of the Atchison, Topeka, 
and Santa Fe. The Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific runs lines from Denver 
to Omaha and Kansas City. Denver, Fort Morgan, and Brush are on the Bur- 
lington Northern and Amtrack line to Chicago. The sugar beet area of north 
central Colorado is served by the Great Western Railway Company Company, . 
owned by the Great Western Sugar Company. 


Map VII shows the railroads that serve the State as described above. Observe 
that Denver is the railroad center for the State. Map VIII illustrates the 
number of see required for delivery by rail to key cities across the U.S. 
from Denver. 


ee ____.._ eee 


l 
All of the data on railroads, including the maps, comes from Colorado, A 
Regional Approach, published by the Community Development Section, Colo- 
rado Division of Commerce and Development. 
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FORM OF GOVERNMENT 
PUBEVCSERVLEES: 
Police 
Fire 
Health 
V/ 
Utilities 
EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES: 
Elementary 
Junior High 
Senior High 
Vocational 
Colleges 
TRANSPORTATION: 
Railroad 
Airline 
Buslines 


Trucklines 


Highways 


_ Airport 


TABLE XXIX 


INFRASTRUCTURE 


BRIGHTON* (Adams 


Manager/Councii 1 


13 people, 3 vehicles 
Volunteer, 37 people, 

7 vehicles 
Brighton Community Hospital 


Public Service 


Union Pacific 

0 

Greyhound 
Colorado Cartage 


30g, 125 SUS 85, 7-6-5) 





THORNTON (Adams) WESTMINSTER (Adams 


Manager / Counci | Manager / Counci | 
20 people, 7 vehicles 24 people, 8 vehicles 


23 full-time, 5 vehicles 


Volunteer, 50 people, 
7 vehicles 

Valley View Hos. & Medical 0 
Center 


Pub. Serv. 
ewage 


& Denver Metro Public Service 


2) 


Colorado & Southern 
0 

Colorado Motorways 
N.A. 


US 36¢ US4287,° 1-25 











FORM OF GOVERNMENT 
PUBLIC SERVICES: 
Police 
Fire 
Health 


oe 
Utilities 


INFRASTRUCTURE 


LITTLETON* (Arapahoe 


Manager/Counci | 


58 people, 17 vehicles 
70 people, 18 vehicles 
0 


Public Service 


BOULDER* (Boulder 


Manager / Counci 1 


122 people, 30 vehicles 
63 paid, 9 vehicles 
3 hospitals, 3 nursing hms. 


Public Service 


LONGMONT (Boulder 


Manager / Counci | 


39 people, 13 vehicles 
31 people, 9 vehicles 
2 hospitals, 2 nursing homes 


Public Service (Gas Only) 


= -_ - = - =_ - -_- - - — ew ew ew ew ew ew ew ew ew eK wee 
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EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES: 


Elementary 
Junior High 
Senior High 
Vocational 


Colleges 


University of Colorado 


TRANSPORTATION: 
Railroad 
Airline 
Buslines 
Trucklines 


Highways 


Airport 


0 
N.A. 


N.A. 


US 85, Colo. 75, 88, & 470 





County Airport 


Colo. & Southern, Union Pac: 
0 
Denver-Boulder Bus 


Denver-Boulder; Pherson 


[25 US 33652 Colom 75725 
119, 398 


aay < 


Chicago, Burlington & Quincy; 
Colorado & Southern 


0 
4 Buslines 
5 Trucklines 


US 287, Colorado 119 


2.5 miles from Ci 


TABLE XXIiX 


INFRASTRUCTURE 
(CONT. ) 
GEORGETOWN* (Clear Creek DAHO SPRINGS (Clea rie, ENVER* (Denve 
FORM OF GOVERNMENT Manager/Counci | Manager /Counci | Manager/ Counci |] M 


BUDiEIC SERVICES: 


Police Yes (N.A.) 3 people, 2 vehicles 1,392 people, 600 vehicles 

Eire Volunteer Volunteer, 2 vehicles 934 people, 137 vehicles 

Health ’ 0 0 34 hospitals in Metro Area 
] 


Utilities” Public Service Public Service Public Service 


EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES: 


Elementary ] 96 
Junior High 1 secondary 17 
Senior High 9 
Vocational N.A. 
Colleges 9 
ee Pvoeby cod? y anise eee ce 
Railroad 0 0 Many 
Airline 0 0 | Many 
Buslines Continental Trailways Continental Trailways Many 
Trucklines Denver-Cl imax Denver-Cl imax 100 
Highways . 1-70-24 USe6 Many 





Airport Stapleton Airpec 








INFRASTRUCTURE 


(CONT. ) 





CASTLE ROCK* (Douglas KLOWA* bert) 


Manager / Counci | 


FORM OF GOVERNMENT Manager/Councii | Manager / Counci | 


PUBLIC SERVICES: 


Police 1 person, | vehicle No local, |] county N.A. 
Fire Volunteer, 40 people, 6 vehs! Volunteer Volunteer 
Health 0 0 0 

1/ 


Plateau Natural Gas No Gas 
Meyotain_View_Elec._Assn.__jMountain View_Elec,_Asso.____ 


inte ita Plateau Natural Gas 


EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES: 
Elementary l ! 


Junior High 


] secondary 


1 secondary 
Senior High 
Vocational 


Colleges 


TRANSPORTATION: 
Denver & Rio Grande 





Railroad A.T. & Santa Fe Rock [sland Lines 

Airline 0 0 

Buslines Continental Trailways Colo. Spgs.-Limon Trans. 
Greyhound 

Trucklines Douglas County Transfer N.A. L & E Freight Line tnc. 

Highways Colo. 86; (=25 Colorado 86 US 24 

Airport $ 
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TABLE XX1X 


INFRASTRUCTURE 
(CONT. ) 


GOLDEN*( Jefferson 





FORT COLLINS* (Larimer) 





Airport 


FORM OF GOVERNMENT 
PUBLIC] SERVICES: 
Police 
Fire 
Health 


/ 
Utilities 


Manager/Counci | 


Yes (N.A.) 
Volunteer 


0 


Public Service (Gas) 
Union REA 


Manager / Counci | 


27 people, 9 vehicles 
N.A. 


0 


Public Service 


Manager / Counci | 


114 people, 20 vehicles 
64 full-time, 11 vehicles 
Poudre Valley Mem. Hospital 


Public Service (Gas Only) 


EDUCATIONAL’ FACTLITIES: 
Elementary 
Junior High 
Senior High 
Vocational 


Colleges 


Colorado School of Mines 


29 
6 
3 
l 


Colorado State University 


TRANSPORTATION: 
Railroad 
Airline 
Bus] ines 
Trucklines 


Highways 














Colo. & Southern 


0 


Continental Trailways 
Rocky Mtn. Mtr. 


N.A. 


Colo. 58; US 6; I-70 


Jefferson Count 


Colorado & Southern 
Union Pacific 


0 
Colorado Motorways 
h 


Colo. 14-2 USe207 


2 in area 





FORM OF GOVERNMENT 
PUBLIC SERVICES: 
Police 
Fire 
Health 


I/ 
Utilities 


EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES: 
Elementary 
Junior High 
Senior High 
Vocational 
Colleges 
TRANSPORTATION: 
Railroad 
Airline 
Buslines 


Trucklines 


Highways 


Airport 


INFRASTRUCTURE 


(CONT. ) 


LOVELAND (Larimer 


Manager/Counci | 


30 people 
6 full-time, 40 volunteers 


Loveland Memorial Hospital 


Public Service (Gas Only) 
Loveland Electric Company 


Manager/ Council 


25 people 


28 people, 3 vehicles 


Estes Park Community Clinic 
Public Service (Gas Only) 


ESTES PARK (Larime 





UB MORGAN* Morqaan 


Manager / Counci] 
16 peopte, 3 cars 
Volunteer 


Fort Morgan Community Hos. 
Fort Morgan Gas System 


(See Col lege) 


Morgan Cty. Community College 


Great Western 
Colorado & Southern 


0 
3 buslines 
D &L Trans., Miller Bros. 


US-34;--287,)-Colo.-l, 1-24 


3 miles east of town 


0 
0 
Rocky Mountain Motor 
Miller Bros., Watson 


US 34, Colorado 7 





=0\> 


Union Pacific, Amtrack 
Burlington Northern 


0 
Continental Trailways 
4 


US 6, US 34, Colorado 52 


4 miles north of town 


TABLE XXIX 


{INFRASTRUCTURE 
(CONT. ) 
BRUSH (Morgan GREELEY* (Weld WINDSOR (Weld 
FORM OF GOVERNMENT Manager/Counci] | Manager / Council Manager /Counci] é 


PUBLIC SERVICES: 


Police 6 people, 2 vehicles 48 people, 9 vehicles 4 people, 1 vehicle 
Fire Volunteer 46 people, 14 vehicles Volunteer, 2 trucks 
Health East Morgan Cty. Hospital Weld Cty. General Hospital | 0 

eA Greeley Water System 


Utilities Public Service Public Service 


EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES: 






Elementary Z 
Junior High 1] secondary 
Senior High -- 
Vocational 0 
Colleges 0 
Pre PPONIELG ioc joy jyoety se) [corer pore cx 
Union Pacific Union Pacific 
Railroad Burlington Northern Colo. & Southern Colorado & Southern 
Airline 0 0 0 
Buslines Continental Trailways Greyhound Ft. Collins-Windsor-Greeley 
Trucklines y) h as 
Highways US 6, Colo. 71, 1-805 [-25; US 85, 34; Colo. 36 &|Colo. 392, Colo. 527, 1-25 


14 


Airport _ 2.5 miles east of town Weld C inicipal Ai 0 

















Cooperative Extension Service, Colorado State University, January 1974. 


SOURCE: County Information Service: 


V/ 
Where 


Public Service Company of Colorado provides both gas and electricity, unless otherwise indicated. 
Public Service provides gas only, the City provides electricity. 


Water and sewage are city services and are listed only when there is an exception. 


or 


County Seat. 
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SOURCE: Base map prepared by State Department of Highways. . 
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"Colorful Colorado"! map, State Department of Highways, 1975. 


SOURCE: 


MAP VII 
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3. Buslines 


Major buslines that serve the Denver area include Continental Trailways, 
Greyhound, Colorado Motorway, Inc., Continental Sightseeing, and Gray Line. 
For data on buslines that service major cities in the SEPA, refer to the 
infrastructure data from Table XXIX. . 


Denver's Regional Transportation District (RTD) provides public transporta- 
tion for all or part of Adams, Arapahoe, Boulder, Denver, Douglas, and Jef- 
ferson Counties. 


4h, Trucklines 


Several hundred different trucklines serve the Denver area alone. Truck- 
lines that serve selected municipalities are listed in Table XXIX. Colorado 
has some advantages in trucking rates. Favorable back haul rates are avail- 
able to both east and west coasts. Also, Colorado is the only of the Rocky 
Mountain States to receive Overland Common Point rates from Pacific steam- 
ship companies, meaning the cartage rates are much reduced for shipments 
destined to overseas Pacific points. Map IX indicates truck delivery times 
to selected U.S. cities from Denver.2 


5. Airlines and Airports 


Twelve interstate or international commerical airlines and one intrastate 
airline serve the SEPA out of Denver's Stapleton International Airport. This 
includes: Air Midwest, Aspen Airways, Braniff International Airlines, Conti- 
nental Airlines, Frontier Airlines, Mexicana Airlines, North Central Airlines, 
Ozark Airlines, Rocky Mountain Airways, Texas International Airlines, Trans 
World Airlines, United Airlines, and Western Airlines. Map X illustrates air 
travel times from Colorado (Denver) to selected cities. In 1974, approximately 
200 million pounds of air freight were carried out of Stapleton, along with 
260,000 flights in and out and 11 million passenger arrivals and departures. 


Municipal airports exist within the SEPA and ate listed on the Infrastructure 
Table (XXIX). for selected towns. 


B. Communications 
1. Telephone and Microwave 


Mountain Bell telephone services are available in all twelve SEPA counties. 
Five counties also have local facilities in certain areas as follows: 


Zz 


Data on trucking and map from Colorado, A Regional Approach, 
3 


Data and map on airlines from Colorado, A Regional Approach. 
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MAP IX 


Scheduled Truck Delivery Times from Colorado to Selected Cities 
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MAP X 





Scheduled Air Travel Times from Colorado to Selected Cities 
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Adams: Eastern Slope Rural Telephone Association 
Strasburg Telephone 


Arapahoe: Bi jou Telephone Company 
Deer Trail Telephone Company 


Elbert: Agate Telephone Company 
Big Sandy Telephone Company 
Simla Telephone Company 


Morgan: Wiggins Telephone Association Co-op 
Roggen Telephone Co-op 
Grover Telephone 
Nunn Telephone 
Stoneham Telephone Co-op 


Mountain Bell microwave facilities exist in nine SEPA Counties. Adams, 
Arapahoe, and Gilpin do not have these facilities. 


2. Radio and Television 


In the state of Colorado, there are 108 commerical and 4 campus limited 
radio stations. 50 of these stations are located within the SEPA with a con- 
centration around the Denver metro area. 


Of the 19 television stations in the State, 11 are commerical network affi- 
liates, 3 are independent, and 2 are educational. 8 of these stations are 
within the SEPA, 7 in Denver and 1 in Fort Collins. Colorado maintained 
1.13% of the total television households in the nation in 1972. 


3. Newspapers 


Within the State, Associated Press deals with 20 daily newspapers, and 
4S radio and television stations. United Press International ts affiliated 
with 9 daily newspapers, 48 radio stations, and 6 television stations. There 
are 25 daily newspapers in the state, 10 in the SEPA. Distribution of daily 
newspapers in the study area is as follows: Denver (3), Boulder (1), Golden 
(1), Greeley (1), Fort Collins (1), Fort Morgan (1), Longmont (1), and Love- 
land. (1). Numerous weekly newspapers exit within the SEPA also. 


C. Fire Control 


A summary of local fire control organizations and equipment can be derived 
from the Infrastructure Table (Table XXIX). Fire control on BLM lands is not 


Information on telephone and microwave facilities, a personal communication 


from Dennis Williams of Mountain Bell. 


Source: County Information Bulletin. 


Source: Ibid. 


Thar 


a major operation due to the limited surface ownership in the Northeast 
Resource Area. The following is an excerpt from the Northeast Resource 
Area Annual Operating Plan, which summarizes the procedure: 


All National Resource Lands within the Northeast Résource Area 
shall be included in Cooperative Agreements with the U.S.F.S., ~ 
Colorado State Forest Service, and the Counties. B.L.M. will 
reimburse the Cooperating agencies for fire suppression acti- 
vities on these lands. 


B.L.M. in the area will normally not take an active role in 
fire suppression, but will provide a liaison for each fire 
identified as burning on public land. 


The benefiting agency (BLM) shall be notified by the coopera- 
ting agency (County or U.S.F.S.) as soon as possible of fire 
occurring on National Resource Lands. 


The liaison within the Northeast Resource Area shall serve as 
the Bureau's responsible official and has the authority to 
approve use of aircraft and retardent on National Resource 
Lands. 


Fire rehabilitation for National Resource Lands will be the 
sole responsibility of the Bureau of Land Management. 


D. Land Survey Grid 


BLM lands have been surveyed in all of the SEPA Counties, with the excep- 
tion of parts of Boulder, Clear Creek, and Gilpin Counties. Cadastral survey 
in these areas would be prohibitive in cost (to the magnitude of millions of 
dollars) due to the fragmentation of land because of mining claims. Plans 
for the future in this area are uncertain, due to the financial unfeasibility 
of cadastral survey. A possible alternative would be to change the legal 
requirements for survey in this area through the legislative process. 


Eee UCHLI GLeSs 


Data on utilities for selected municipalities in the SEPA is available 
on Table XXIX. 


Mee heCt ri Gity, 


Public Service of Colorado provides most of the SEPA, and approximately 
two-thirds of the State with electricity. The Fort St. Vrain high-temperature, 
gas~cooled nuclear reactor, the first commercial (Public Service) nuclear 
generating station in the Rocky Mountain area, will add nearly 10% to the 
State's capacity, when it comes into use. Municipal systems are found in 
a number of SEPA communities including Fort Collins, Fort Morgan, Longmont, 
and Loveland (see Table XXIX). Rural electric cooperatives included in the 


Slee 





SEPA are: Home Light and Power Co., Intermountain REA, Morgan View 
Elec. Assn., Poudre Valley REA, and Union REA Colorado. Map XI illus- 
trates the Colorado portion of the Rocky Mountain Power Pool. 


2. Natural Gas 


Most gas is supplied through Colorado Interstate Gas Company and is 
distributed by the same companies that distribute the electricity. The 
current situation with regard to gas availability for new or expanded 
service is tight on a nation-wide level. Map XII shows the major gas 
pipelines throughout the State. 


3. Water and Sewer 


Water supply is a critical factor for this semi-arid region in any con- 
siderations of growth or expansion of a residential or industrial nature. 
Water service in the Denver metro area alone is provided by a group of 
nearly 250 water agencies. The Denver Water Department has done a pre- 
liminary three-volume study on the metropolitan water supply. Included 
in the report are Denver and parts of Adams, Arapahoe, Boulder, Douglas, 
Jefferson, and Weld Counties. The water demand forecast looks like this: 


1975 1980 | 1990 
Population 1,518,000 1,826,000 2,382,000 
Max. Day (MGD) 850 1,060 1,460 
Max. Hour (MGH) 1,380 Aro 2,350 
Supply (ac-ft/year) 376,000 456,000 


With a dry-year base, the current supply is 430,000 acre-feet per year and 
562,000 acre-feet in an average year. Needs can be met in most areas pre- 
sently; however, Westminster, Thornton, Broomfield, Golden, Lafayette, 
Louisville, Erie, and Frederick could not meet current demands in a dry 
year. And only Englewood (of the major suppliers) can be rated as having 
an adequate supply for the entire study period (1975-2010), due to a 
future of limited growth. At present, planned projects will yield about 
280,000 acre-feet per year, bringing the dry-year base to 710,000 acre- 
feet. This will satisfy demands until approximately 1996.3 


Water and waste disposal studies are being done constantly in the SEPA, 
especially in the Denver metro area. DRCOG is a useful source on into 
mation on the subject, as is the Denver Water Board. DRCOG has recently 


a 


1 
Map from Colorado, A Regional Approach. 


Ibid. 


3 
Data from ''Water Study Update Summarized,'' COG Notations, A Report on 


Program Activities, DRCOG, January 1975. 
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KEY 70° MAP XI 


ROCKY MOUNTAIN POWER POOL 
COLORADO PORTION 


2 Arkansas Valley G & T, Inc. 
4 City of Colorado Springs 
5 City of Lamar 
6 City of Las Animas 
7 Colo-Ute Elec. Assn. 
-1 Delta-Montrose Rural Power Lines, Inc. 
1 Empire Electric Assn. 
3 Grand Valley Rural Power Lines, Inc. 
4 Gunnison County Electric Assn. 
1 Highline Elec. Assn. 
2 Holy Cross Elec. Assn., Inc. 
4 Home Light & Power Co. 
l-2 Intermountain REA 
K-1 K-C Elec. Assn. 
L-1 La Plata Elec. Assn. 
M-3 Moon Lake Elec. Assn. 
M-4 Morgan County REA 
M-5 Mountain Parks Elec. Assn. 
M-6 Mountain View Elec. Assn. 
P-0 Pueblo Ordnance Depot 
P-3 Poudre Valley REA 
P-4 Public Service Co. of Colo. 
S-1 Sangre De Cristo Elec. Assn. 
S-2 San Isabel Elec. Assn. 
S-3 San Luis Valley Rural Elec. Co-Op, Inc. 
S-4 San Miguel Power Assn. 
S-5 SE Colo. Power Assn. 
S-8 Southern Colorado Power Co. 
T-2 Tri-State G & T 
U-1 Union REA Colo. 
U-2 U.S. Bureau of Reclamation 
W-2 Western Colorado Power Co. 
W-5 White River Elec. Assn. 
Y-1 Yampa Valley Elec. Assn. 
Y-2 Y-W Elec. Assn. 
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MAP XII 
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completed a water study for the Eastern Plains with an eye towards demands 
resulting from population growth and resource/industrial development, in- 
cluding coal. 


In the past ten years, several counties have had Water and Sewer Facility 
Plans written through the State Planning Office in cooperation with the 
Farmers Home Administration, U.S. Department of Agriculture. Clear Creek, 
Douglas, and Elbert are such counties. Although the reports are dated, 

the information contained in them in terms of general background is quite 
useful and often is the only published studi in existence for the county. 


Larimer and Weld Counties also include water and sewer studies in their 
planning procedures on regional, county, and local levels. The Larimer- 
Weld Regional Council of Governments is currently applying for Federal 
assistance for area waste treatment management planning. Some money has 
been received to date. 


Research has been done in the Economics Department at Colorado State Univer- 
sity by S. L. Gray and J.R. McKean on water use in Boulder, Larimer, and 
Weld Counties. Input-output analysis was used to determine impacts of 
water use in any single sector of the economy as a result of expanding 

final demand in all sectors of the economy. + 


F. Law Enforcement 


Law enforcement information is summarized for selected municipalities 
in Table XXIX. Again, detailed information can be obtained locally and 
DRCOG has some information such as the 1973 Criminal Justice Plan which 
applies to the Denver SMSA. Due to the small amount of BLM surface land 
in this SEPA, there is little applicability of law enforcement to national 
resource lands. 


G. Health and Education 
1. Health 


Health facilities in key municipalities of the SEPA are listed in Table 
XXIX. Table XXX! includes a county~by-county summary of hospitals, nursing 


oc op a ea Dk a a eee nts ie ra 


4 
S. L. Gray and J. R. McKean, 


An Economic Analysis of Water Use in Boulder 

Larimer, and Weld Counties, Colorado With Projections to 1980, Fort 
Collins: Department of Economics, Colorado State University, March 1974. 
S. L. Gray and J. R. McKean, The Development of Water Multiplier Impacts 
From Input-Output Analysis: An Empirical Example From Boulder, Larimer, 


and Weld Counties, Colorado, Fort Collins: Department of Economics, 
Colorado State University, March 1974. 
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ADAMS 3 
ARAPAHOE l 
BOULDER 3 
CLEAR CREEK 0 
DENVER 1 
DOUGLAS 0 
ELBERT 0 
GILPIN 0 
JEFFERSON 2 
LARIMER 2 
MORGAN eg 


WELD 
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TABLE XXX 


SUMMARY - HEALTH AND EDUCATION FACILITIES 



















HEALTH EDUCATION | 
Nursing Emergency Junior Senior 
Homes Services Elem. High 















13 vehicles 
vehicles 
vehicles 
vehicles 
vehicles 
vehicles 
vehicle 
vehicle 


vehicles 


Does not include private or special education. 


Parentheses indicate number of four-year high schools. 


SOURCE: Cooperative Extension Service, Colo. State University, County 
Information Bulletin, March 1974. 
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homes, and emergency services available. Search and rescue operations are 
generally tied in with the area police and/or fire departments and hospitals, 
although private groups also exist. 


2. Education 


Educational facilities are listed on Table XXIX for selected cities. 
Table XXXI summarizes the number of facilities per county. The number of 
facilities is directly related to population and population distribution. 
Elbert County, for example, has five four-year high schools, but a very 
small population. The population its widely dispersed, making five small 
schools the only feasible means of location of facilities. Table XXXII 
gives average daily enrollments for each district in the SEPA, as well as 
existing room needs and total bonded indebtedness. The rural districts in 
each county are usually those with the smallest enrollments. Bond issues 
passed between October 1973 and the present include the following districts: 
12 and 50 in Adams; 5 and 28J in Arapahoe;Re-IJ in Boulder; Re-1] in Douglas; 
R-1] in Jefferson, R-2J in ra ee Re-2, Re-20, and Re-50 in Morgan; and 
Re-1, Re-4, 6, Re-9 in Weld. 


Institutions of higher education in the SEPA are as follows: Four-year 
State-supported colleges and universities are the University of Colorado, 
Boulder (22,053 enrolled fall 1972); the University of Colorado, Denver 
(6,872); the Colorado State University, Fort Collins (16,653); the Uni- 
versity of Northern Colorado, Greeley (10,692); Metropolitan: State Col- 
lege, Denver (8,750); and Colorado School of Mines (1,688). Private 
four-year colleges and universities include: the University of Denver, 
Denver (8,936); Regis College, Denver (1,485); Loretto Heights College, 
Denver (809); Temple Buell College (Colorado Women's College), Denver 
(914); and St. Thomas Seminary, Denver (170). The four two-year colleges 
in the SEPA are Community College of Denver, Adams County (18,069); Aims 
College, Greeley (3,174); Arapahoe Community College, Littleton (2,377); 
and Morgan County Community College, Fort Morgan (713). 


H. Public Financial Capabilities 


The financial capabilities of a county can be observed in several ways. 
A comparison of total revenue to total expenditures and bonded indebtedness 
to total bonded capacity can be an indicator. Some of this information is 
available on Table XVIII. Bonded indebtedness for school districts is found 
in Table XXXII. Although bonded capacity is not available, it is interesting 
to rate which districts have little or no bonded indebtedness. Gilpin County 
and the Grover (Weld) District have zero bonded indebtedness. Some other 
very small districts have small debts, but they also have smaller capacities. 


Another indicator of financial capabilities is comparison of the average 
county levy to that of the State. For example, in 1974 the average county 





l 
Colorado Department of Education, Statistical Series No. 75-5, May 1975. 


Colorado Commission on Higher Education in 1973 Colorado Yearbook, REDS 
lished by Colorado Interstate Gas Company. 
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TABLE XXXII 


EDUCATION DATA, 1973-1974 











Average Daily - Rooms Needed Total Bonded 
COUNTY AND DISTRICT Membership Instruction Other . Indebtedness 
Adams County 
6,366.0 0 9 $ 7,463,000 
1] Mapleton 
12 Eastlake VyrOo 57, 135 3 20,841,965 
14 Adams County 7,019 03 0 12 2,300 ,000 
27J Brighton 4,313.2 26 1 4 265,000 
29J Bennett 434.0 0 0 971,000 
31J Strasburg 433.2 2 1 535,000 
50 Westminster 16,252.3 ho 26 14,089 ,000 
Arapahoe County 
1 Englewood BS Ol pare 0 0 2,310,000 
2 Sheridan 2,044.0 4 8 1,745,000 
5 Cherry Creek 13,289.4 8 2 19,464,000 
6 Littleton 17,837.6 16 0 16,200,000 
26J Deer Trail 199.8 0 1 315,000 
28J Adams-Arapahoe 19,587.4 53 8 20,889,000 
32J Byers 4o4 4 0 0 510,000 
Boulder County 
REIJ St. Vrain Valley 13,248.4 18 0 17,660,000 
RE 2 Boulder Valley 23,245.5 = 39 3 29,658,000 
Clear Creek County 
RE 1 Clear Creek 1,150.9 0 0 1,898,000 
Denver County 
1 Denver 85,246.5 60 21 36 , 390,000 
Douglas County 
RE 1 Douglas 3,944.9 62 14 3,540,000 
Elbert County 
C-1 Elizabeth boon 0 3 450,503 
C-2 Kiowa 126.6 0 0 32,000 
100J Big Sandy 311.9 0 0 405,000 
200 Elbert 140.6 0 0 209,000 
300 Agate 6242 0 0 


8,526 


Sn 
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EDUCATION DATA, 1973-1974 (CONT.) 








Average Daily Rooms Needed Total Bonded 
COUNTY AND DISTRICT Membership Instruction Other Indebtedness 
Gilpin County 
RE-1 Gilpin 79.6 0 0 0 
Jefferson County 
R-] Jefferson 76,164.5 375 0 0 
Larimer County 
— R-1 Poudre 3,512.7 56 9 21,762,000 
~ R-25 Thompson 8,100.6 73 13 14,752,000 
® R-3 Park (Estes Park) 985.4 32 0 2,900,000 
| Morgan County 
- RE-2 Brush 1,606. 3 0 0 1,445,000 
| RE-3 Fort Morgan 3,220.1 9 6 1,980,000 
_ RE-20 Weldon Valley 210.8 1 2 147,469 
_ RE-50 Wiggins 527.7 a ] 933,000 
| Weld County 
| 
| RE-1 Gilcrest 1,717.9 15 6 2,997,000 
i) RE-2 Eaton 1,}71.2 8 3 710,000 
| RE-3 Keenesburg-Hudson 1,577.3 6 0 723,000 
| RE-4 Windsor 1,095.5 0 0 3,000,000 
RE-5J Johnstown-Millikin 1,073.6 2 1 1,220,000 
6 Greeley 10,425.2 62 8 3,896,000 
RE-7 Platte Valley 986.3 0 2 1,862,000 
RE-8 Fort Lupton 1,742.2 0 0 1,016,000 
RE-9 Ault-Highland 962.1 18 2 168,623 
RE-10 Briggsdale 101.8 2 0 43,000 
RE-11. Prairie 157.8 l 3 270,000 
RE-12 Grover 148.1 0 0 0 


anne 


SOURCE: Colorado Department of Education, Pupil Membership and Related Information, 
Fall, 1974. Statistical Series No. 75-4, May 1975. 


, Colorado School Districts' Facility Data, Fall 1974. Statistical 
Series No. 75-5, May 1975. 
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levy for Colorado was 82.02. Those counties falling below this average 
(Clear Creek, Denver, Elbert, and Morgan) can raise levies if necessary 
for increased funds. Table XXXttflillustrates the valuation and taxes 
levied for each SEPA County and the State for 1972, 1973, and 1974. 
Comparisons of any specific levy to the State average are also indicative 
of financial capabilities. 


A final method of determining financial capabilities is to look at in- 
creased assessed valuations through time. The total bonded capacity of 
a county (or municipality) is a function of the assessed valuation. 


The relationship of the financial capabilities to national resource lands 
at present is not of significance. At some future time when BLM would 
make use of some of its mineral rights, the support system potentials 

and capabilities of sections of the SEPA would be valuable. This is 

most likely to be significant at the local/municipal level, rather than 
at the county level. 


i, Summary 


The preceding section of infrastructure served to give an overview of 
existing facilities in the study area. Due to the size and complexity of 
the Denver region, a lot of detail was often omitted. Usually the sources 
cited go into considerable detail on the county and even municipal levels 
and can be referred to if necessary. 


The amount and sophistication of infrastructure is a function of certain 
population densities and thresholds. Thus, again the urban/rural distinc- 
tion arises. Because of the lack of National Resource Lands in the SEPA, 
there was usually no need to relate NRL to the specific items discussed. 
This is not to say that BLM's mineral rights will remain unclaimed. At 
such a time when mining might occur, the socio-economic impacts on an 

area could be extremely significant. 


It is suggested that socio-economic impacts would be greatest in the rural 
areas that lack infrastructure, as compared to an urban area that can more 
easily absorb a slight population increase. Fifty people movtng Into a 
town of 200 represents much greater impacts than the same number coming 

to a town of 10,000 - 50,000. 
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TABLE XXXII 1 


VALUATION AND TAXES LEVIED FOR COUNTIES 


Average Average Average Total 
($) Total County Municipal Schoo] Special Average 


COUNTY Valuation Revenue Mill Levy Lev Lev Levy County Lev 












































































































ADAMS 1972 360,033,010 38,104,024 15.00 10.52 1.61 
1973 405,503,770 34,010,521 17.00 10.31 1.8] 
1974 469 , 366,230 41,169,605 17.74 10.44 1.86 
ARAPAHOE 1972 472,587,880 48,085,177 9.70 9.65 78.48 1.69 
1973 572,898, 380 46,189,189 10.20 9.70 57.89 1.89 
1974 670 ,696,230 55,774,297 8.80 11.30 59.06 1.90 
BOULDER 1972 355,948, 890 36,258,284 15.30 89 
1973 390,954, 350 34,294,150 18.64 1.01 
1974 436,780,910 40,936,696 22.21 Vari 
CLEAR 1972 34,701,810 Zz OOK / b7 19.03 8.23 57.68 
CREEK 1973 37,133,840 2,145,958 19.3] Tplsys Lal 
1974 39,524,900 2,491,444 23.85 10.82 63.03 
DENVER 1972 1,569,626,950 126,291,196 12.11 .28 80.45 
1973 1,665,119, 860 122,441,265 8.82 46 73.53 
1974 1, 768,116,700 140,585, 393 12.81 253 
DOUGLAS 1972 32,735, 760 SA) 00 21.60 14.66 74.42 1.54 
1973 38,085,560 3,476,190 26.85 14.09 58.24 2.30 
1974 49, 798,440 k 962,528 28.85 13.98 61.11 3.44 
ELBERT 1972 19,873,230 1,304,269 13.61 49.73 1.45 65.63 
1973 22,853,520 1,379,044 13395 43.49 86 66.34 
1974 23,532,920 1,493,456 17.25 4h, 30 80 63.46 
GILPIN 1972 8,039,700 670,703 24.06 51.96 4.69 83.42 
1973 9,370,600 709,218 76 oad 4.16 5.82 75.69 
1974 9,764,750 805,618 23.87 Lh 08 6.06 82.50 
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Average Average Average Total 
COUNTY Valuation Revenue Mill Levy Levy Levy Levy County Levy 


($) 


Total 


TABLE XXXI 11 


County 


(CONT. ) 


Municipal 


Schoo] 


Special Average 


JEFFERSON 1972 578,200,000 60,101,024 42022 6.41 76.40 2.59 103.95 
1973 671,550,050 55,778,150 15.95 6.19 51.15 2.80 83.06 
1974 772,425,570 JERE EIS 16.48 (202 61.97 2.96 95.66 
LARIMER 1972 211,932,290 20,886,108 14.70 10.33 70.48 2.89 98.55 
1973 237,801,501 19,974, 368 15.90 10.44 54.33 3.00 84.00 
1974 273,616,600 24,579,910 17.51 10.45 58.07 3.16 89.83 
MORGAN 1972 57,067,170 4 943,594 16.90 9.75 61.37 220 86.63 
1973 58,962,550 4,427,650 16.20 V2227 49.19 2.38 75.09 
1974 63,646,540 5,055,003 16.20 12.82 53.38 2.36 79 44 
WELD 1972 254,864,520 22,693,009 20.40 16.24 60.37 1.08 89.04 
1973 287,011,080 23 2270 115 23.99 T6r02 48.75 1.53 80.90 
1974 321,662,620 26,598,251 23.48 15.97 50.43 1.70 82.69 
STATE 1972 5,984,840,720 532,036,700 14.59 12567 62.4)) 1.53 - 88.90 
1973 6,687,980,620 515,362,672 15.62 12.54 48.16 1.82 77.05 


1974 7,490,101,970 614, 360,142 16.30 12.81 52.75 3.82 82.02 


SOURCE: 


State of Colorado, Division of Property Taxation, 2nd, 3rd, and 4th Annual Reports, 1972,1973, 1974. 

















Lif. SINTEREST GROUPS 


This section deals with Bureau relationships with other governmental and 
non-governmental entities. The emphasis is on planning and land use con- 
trol. For the purposes of this study, each county planning office was 
contacted and asked to submit a list of county and local government offi- 
cials, planning officials, and non-governmental interest groups. This 
accounts for the variation in the listings. Selected non-governmental 
interest groups are listed, there being hundreds of such groups in the 
Denver and Fort Collins/Greeley areas. Following the county listings, 
are the regional planning groups and a section of State and national 
interest groups. Most of these interest groups have their offices in 

the Denver region. 
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ARAPAHOE COUNTY 
Government Officials 
County Commissioners: John J. Nicholl, Chairperson 


Charles A. Pitts 
Peter D. Smythe 


Engineer: Larry Troxel] 
' Assessor: W. M. Wallace 

Clerk and Recorder: Marjorie Page 

Sheriff: Arnold Miller 

Building Inspector: Don Reish 

Planning 
County Planning Director: Donald W. Paul 
County Planning Commission: Wilber Wright 


Planning Staffs: Aurora, Englewood, Greenwood Village, and Littleton 
Interest Groups 

Arapahoe Concerned Citizens for Orderly Residential Development (ACCORD) 

Harry Leopold : 

6948 Columbine Way 

Littleton, CO 80122 


(17 associations belong to this group.) 
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ADAMS COUNTY 


Government Officials 


County Commissioners: Ralph Anderson 
Jerry Grant 
Jim Covey 

County Administrator: Dave Strasburger 


Planning 
(County Level) 


Acting Planning Director: Robert Fleming 
4201 East 72nd Avenue 
Commerce City, CO 80022 


County Planning Commission: Faye Barnard, Chairperson 
Grants Coordinator: Suzanne Gerlach 

Airport Advisory Committee: Ed Lappert, Chairperson 

North Area Development Council: Donald Brandeberry, Secretary 


(Local Level) 


Planning Staffs: Arvada, Aurora, Brighton, Commerce City, North Glenn, 
Thornton, Westminster, Broomfield 


City Manager: Federal Heights 
Planning Commission Only: Bennet 


Interest Groups 


Adams County Improvements Association (ADCO) 
Paul Carpino, Chairperson (Semi-Government) 


Adams County Extension Service 
Glen Kreag, Extension Agent (Government) 


Nature Preserve 


Eleanor Wyatt, Chairperson 


Publication 


Adams County Community Resource Directory, United Way Information and Volunteer 
Service, Adams County Office, May 1975. 
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BOULDER COUNTY 


Government Officials 


County Commissioners: 


Planning Director: 


Engineer: 


Parks & Open Space Director: 


Solid Waste Director: 
Assessor: 

Clerk and Recorder: 
Sheriff: 

Building Inspector: 

City of Boulder: 

City Manager: 

Land Officer/Open Space: 


Planning Director: 


Parks & Open Space Director: 


Public Works: 


1193 Old Tale Road 
Boulder, CO 80303 


Mr. Jack Murphy 


Chairperson, Consortium of Cittes 


PaO. Boxe47] 
Boulder, CO 80302 


Wally Toevs, Chairperson 
Maggi Markey 

Jack Murphy 

Ed Tepe 

Don Gal loway 

Libby Goodwin 

Joe Madonna 

Ann Leffinwell 

Clela Rorex 


Brad Leach 


Glen Wages 


Archie Twitchel] 
Don Walker 
Nolan Rosall 


Leonard Ehler 


Bill Light 


Planning 


Mr. Richard T. Ekrem, Chairperson 
Boulder County Planning Commission 


vileas 


[Interest Groups 


PLAN Boulder County 
P. 0. Box 1065 
Boulder, CO 80302 


Friends of the Foothills 
C/O Margaret Hansen 

W. of Crisman 

Boulder, CO 80302 


Boulder Board of Realtors 
2031 Broadway, Room 8 
Boulder, CO 80302 


Boulder Chamber of Commerce 
1001 Canyon Blvd. 
Boulder, Cl 80302 


Longmont Chamber of Commerce 
45S Kimbark 
Longmont, CO 80501 


Eco-Center 
835 Arapahoe 
Boulder, CO 80302 


Boulder League of Women Voters 
220 Pearl 
Boulder, CO 80302 


Allenspark Coordinating Team 
Poe nOx 2.12 
Allenspark, CO 80510 


Four-Mile Association 
C/O Margaret Hansen 
W. of Crisman 
Boulder, CO 80302 


Boulder County Council on Environmental Quality 
C/O Mrs. Ruth Wright 

1440 High Street 

Boulder, CO 80302 


Gold Hill Town Meeting 
C.0 Gretchen Clark 
Gold Hill 

Boulder, CO 80302 


120 


County Commissioners: 


Road Supervisor: 
Building Inspector: 
Sanitation Engineer: 
Assessor: 

Clerk and Recorder: 
Treasurer: 


Public Welfare: 


City of Georgetown 


Police Judge and Mayor: 


City of Idaho Springs 


Mayor: 


City of sulver Fiume 


Mayor: 


City of Empire 


Mayor: 


County Planning Firm: 
Contact Bert Weaver 


CLEAR CREEK COUNTY 


Government Officials 


Byron Guanella 

Ben Blackwell, Chairperson 
Ed C. Rice 

Robert E. Sutton 

Ernest M. Hilyard 

Dave Wilson 

Ray Barber 

Mrs. Margaret Chiles 


Mrs. Helen Holman 


Virginia Cattermole 


Ed Plass 


Jerry Vance 


Peter Kenney 


Norman Kidd 


Planning 


Chapman, Phillips, Brandt, Reddick, and Associates, 


County Planning Commission: James Blake, Chairperson 


Georgetown Planning Commission: Bob Gibbs, Chairperson 


Idaho Springs Planning Commission: 


Pine Valley Homeowners! Assn. 


Interest Groups 


R. Keith Gainer (President) Joan Drury Brown 


R.R. 7, Box 419 J 
Evergreen, CO 80439 


P. 0. Box 62 
Dumont, Colorado 80436 
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R. A. Lindquist, Chairperson 


Dumont-Lawson-Downieville Homeowners! Assn. 




















DENVER COUNTY 


Planning 


Urban Renewal Authority 

Denver Water Board 

Public Works - Waste Water Control 

School Board 

Regional Transportation District 

Metro Sewer District 

State Highway A astapen se pa tal and Development 
Urban Resources Development Agency 

Boundary Control Commission 


Planning Director: Alan Cantor 


Interest Groups 


(Too many to list.) 


(See State and National Interest Groups) 
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DOUGLAS COUNTY 


Government Officials 


County Commissioners: 


Town of Castle Rock 


Mayor: 


Board of Trustees: 


Farm Bureau President in D.C.: 


County Planning Director: 


County Planning Commission: 


Master Plan Advisory Committee: 


Land Use Committee: 


Castle Rock Planning Commission: 


Carl A. Winkler, Chairperson 
Gill B. Whitman 
David A. Curtis 


Mark Johnson 


Ernest Bennett 

John Hardin 

Bruce Lassman 

Howard Colling, Mayor Pro Tem 
Fred Smith 

Russell Walker 


Robert Steele 
Route 1, Box 504 


Elbert, Colorado 80106 


Planning 


Bill Noe 


Cap Bell, Chairman 


(District 1) Jay Grantier, Representative 
(District 2) D. H. Hamilton, Chairperson 
(District 3) Robert E. Steele, Chairperson 
(District 4) Mary Hier, Chairperson 
(District 5) Mrs. E.W. Serrell, Jr., Chrprsn. 
(District 6) Arch Cousins, Chairperson 
(District 7) Wm. Sinclaire, Chairperson 
(District 8) James Palmer, Chairperson 


Ivan G. Beck, Jr., Representative 


Robert Oliver, Chairperson 


Addresses For Above 


County Offices 
Douglas County Courthouse 
Castle Rock, CO 80104 


Castle Rock Officials 
City Hall 


Castle Rock, CO 80104 
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Interest Groups 


Douglas County Citizens Action Committee 
Bill Kyle 

13567 North Sirus 

Littleton, CO 80124 


Douglas-Elbert Board of Realators, Inc. 
P. 0. Box 850 
Castle Rock, CO 80104 
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ELBERT COUNTY 


Government Officials 


County Commissioners: 


Clerk: 

Treasurer: 

Assessor: 

Land Use Administrator: 
Sheriff: 


CSU Extension Service: 


City of Elizabeth: 
City of Kiowa: 


City of Simlia: 


V. Frank Williams, Chairperson 
Virgil Richardson 

James Foushee 

John Peppel, Jr. 

Burt Elsner 

Felix Higby 

James R. Miller 

George Yernel] 

Kathy Rickert 

Lee Larmer, Mayor 


Jack Pemberton, Mayor 
Alvin Eurich, Mayor 


Planning 


County (See Land Use Administrator and County Commissioners.) 


Interest Groups 


American Legion: 


Post No. 2: 


Chamber of Commerce: 


Elbert County Cattlemen's Assn.: 


Elbert County Farm Bureau: 
Grange: 


Odd Fellows (I00F) 


Sheriff's Posse 


Elbert Cty. Historical Society: 


Harry Tracey, Commander, Agate 

Al Rogers, Commander, Kiowa, Elizabeth, 
Elbert 

Evert Churchwell, Commander, Simla 


Clint Hoagland, President, Elizabeth 
Bob Sylvester, President, Kiowa 


Leland Ojkjer, President, Elbert 
Bob Whitehead, President, Kiowa 
Mrs. Ray Obrecht, Elbert 


Carl Phillips, Noble Grand, Elizabeth 
Rosella Nichols, Noble Grand, Simla 


Jim Shaw, Captain, Kiowa 


Gleason Kruse, President 
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GILPIN COUNTY 


Government Officials 


(County) 

Commissioners: T. J. Hennings, Chairperson 
Clerk and Recorder: F. Morgan Gray 

Treasurer: Patricia Wright 

Assessor: Russell Huffman 

Sheriff: Richard Conn 


County Engineer & 1041 Adminis.: Hal Donnelly 


Central City 


Mayor: William Russel] 
Black Hawk 
Mayor: Frances Olsen 
Planning 
County Planning Board: Edgar Fain, Chairperson 
Central City Planning Commission: Frank Gates, Chairperson 
Black Hawk: City Council acts as Planning Board 


Interest Groups 


Central City Businessmen's Association 

Gilpin County Historical Society: Hazel Fain, President 
Central City Opera House Assodation 

High Country and Colorado Sierra Fire Districts 


Gilpin County Search and Rescue Unit 
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County Commissioners: 


Arvada 
Mayor: 
City Manager: 


Bow Mar 
Mayor: 


Broomfield 
Mayor: 
City Manager: 


Edgewater 


Mayor: 


Golden 
Mayor: 
City Manager: 


Lakeside 
Mayor: 


Lakewood 
Mayor: 
City Manager: 


Morrison 
Mayor: 


Mountain View 
Mayor: 


Westminster 
Mayor: 
City Manager: 


Wheat Ridge 


Mayor: 


City Administrator: 


JEFFERSON COUNTY 


Government Officials 


Joanne Patterson 
Hal Anderson 
Robert Clement 


Donald L. Feland 
Capp Shanks 


William Thornton 


John Elliott 
George Diciero 


Donald D. Wise 


David C. Crawford 
Charles L. Goudge 


George Thomas 


James J. Richey 
Ray Wells 


Donald L. Picker 
Russell C. Lyon 


Gilbert A. Bean 
Stephen Garman 


Homer L. Roesener 
John Jerman 


ais 


Planning 


County Planning Director: 
County Planning Commission: 
Arvada Planning Director: 
Broomfield Planning Director: 
Golden Planning Director: 
Lakewood Planning Director: 
Westminster Planning Director: 


Wheat Ridge Planning Director: 


Mike Davidson 
E. J. Wolf, Chair person 


Don Kinney 


Tim Heins 


Chuck Hearn 


Don Shanfelt 


William Christopher 


Dennis Zwagerman 


Interest Groups 


Marshdale Park Association 
Alice Gathercole (694-3673) 
Theodore Lams (674-6711) 


Mountain Area Planning Counci| 
P.O. Box 1203 
Evergreen, CO 


North Turkey Creek Homeowners Ass. 


Robert Tegmeyer 
P. 0. Box 644 
Evergreen, CO 


PlOsN £3 

P. 0. Box 1415 

Dick Kithil (697-8246) 
Evergreen, CO 


Willowbrook Homeowners 
Harrison Wroton 

Route 1, Box 647 
Morrison, CO 


Doubleheader Mtn. Ass. 


Bob Hemenway, Donna Avis (697-4055) 


El Pinal Assocfation 
Jerry Wiedeke 

El Pinal, RR 3, Box 119A 
Evergreen, CO 


Indian Hills Improvement Ass. 


Calvin Orr (697-4801/433-6301) 


Hill and Dale Society 
P. 0. Box 386 
Golden, CO 


Intercanyon Environmental Improvement Ass. 
Dr. David McDonnel] 
Morrison, CO 


Evergreen Chamber of Commerce 
PD. BOx797 
Evergreen, CO 


Elks-Evergreen No. 2363 
Box 298 
Evergreen, CO 


Evergreen Garden Club 
Evelyn Koteskey 
Route.2,. Box. 223-C 
Evergreen, CO 


Evergreen Naturalists 
Lane Kirkpatrick 
Route 1, Box 625 
Bergen Park, CO 


Friends of the Earth 


Route 2, Box 159 


Evergreen, CO 


Kiwanis - Evergreen 
John Anderson 
Pine Crest Pk. 
Evergreen, CO 
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League of Women Voters - Jefferson County 
101 Brentwood 
Lakewood, Colorado 





Wild Rose Grange 
Orville Meyer 

St. Route, Box 54 
Morrison, CO 


Womens Club - Evergreen 
Betty Ravah 
Hiwan, Evergreen 














285 Businessmen's Association 
Frank Mudgett 
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LARIMER COUNTY 


Planning 
County Directory of Planning: Larry Timm 
Planning Staffs Exist In: Fort Collins and Loveland 
Planning Commissions Exist In: Berthoud, Estes Park, Timnath, and 
Wellington 


Interest Groups 


(Fort Collins) 


Poudre Valley Greenbelt Assoc. Ft. Collins Board of Realtors 


Mr. Gale Morgan Gary Ross 
41] Pitkin Street 2100 Sherrel Drive 
484-5814 484-4958 
Timnath Columbine Club American Camping Association 
Mrs. Russell Miller Bud Felch 
4000 Kern P. 0. Box 158 
Timnath, CO (493-0381) Idledale, CO (674-5149) 
League of Women Voters Boots and Spurs Riding Club 
Anne Manvel Jay Holeman 
1033 Glenmoor Drive (484-3249) 2825 S. Overland Trail (484-5295) — 
Ft. Collins Area Chamber Colorado Mountain Club 

of Commerce Byron T. Gardner 
Arnand E. Newton 1701 Sycamore Street 
Ist National Tower (482-2123) 484-8256 
Northern Colorado Rod & Gun Senior Citizens 
Galen Meirose Mrs. F. L. Erickson 
1936 Oakwood Drive 1002 Akin 
484-2555 482-8692 
Northern Colo. Quarterhorse The Mountaineers 

Association (Larimer Cty. 4-Wheel Drive) 
Mrs. G. E. Garrison George Kinnison 
1100 West Oak (484-4860) 3040 S. Taft Hill Road (482-5037) 


Poudre Landmark Foundation 
Colonel Joe Mason 
3020 Phoenix Drive (493-2891) 
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(Loveland) 


Big Thompson Canyon Assn. Citizens For Planning 
Joe Creek R. B. Kreutzer 
1135 Big Thompson Canyon 2108 Empire 


(Estes Park) 





Estes Park Valley Improvement Fall River Association 
Bob Bemiss - Marcia Whanger ) 
Long Peak Route Box 1948 


Fish Creek Association 
Carl Holmgren | 
Box 1917 : 
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MORGAN COUNTY 


Government Officials 


County Commissioners: William Work 

Melvin Akers 

Don Queen 
Assessor: J. Charles Parker, Jr. 
Clerk and Recorder: Clifford D. Garver, Jr. 
Sheriff: Howard Mann 
Zoning Administrator: Keith Williams 
Extension Agent: Chester Fithian 

Planning 
County Planning Director: Vinee Porreca 
(Part-Time) 

County Planning Commission: Edwin Jess, Chairperson 


City of Brush Planning Commission: Dr. Willard Mees, Chairperson 


City of Fort Morgan Planning Robert Hutchison, Chairperson 
Commission: 


Interest Groups 


Morgan County Realators Assocation 
Kenneth Bach, President 

29870 Highway 6 

Brush, Colorado 80723 


Fort Morgan Chamber of Commerce 
Mrs. Stanley Sailsbery, Secretary 
407 Main Street 

Fort Morgan, Colorado 80701 
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County Commissioners: 


Engineer: 


County Director of Planning: 


County Planning Commission: 


Greeley Planning Director: 


Windsor Planning Director: 


Planning Commissions Exist In: 


Audobon Society 
Gretchen Cutts 
2336 Sunset Lane 
Greeley, CO 


Heritage Association 
John Dugan 

2625 21st Avenue Court 
Greeley, CO 8063] 


Ag Council 

Norman Brown 

Route 1, Box I10A 
Pierce, Colorado 80650 


Farm Bureau 

Carl Felte 

Northeast of Windsor 
Windsor, Colorado 80550 


WELD COUNTY 


Government Officials 


Glenn Billings 
Roy Moser 
Victor Jacobucci 


Richard Staub 


Planning 


Gary Fortner 


J. Ben Nix, Chairperson 
1516 Hospital Road, Greeley 


Sam Sasaki 
Tom Rounds 


Ault, Dacono, Eaton, Erite,.Evans, 
Firestone, Ft. Lupton, Gilcrest, 
Johnstown, Keenesburg, Kersey, La 
Salle, Mead, Milliken, Nunn, Pierce, 
and Plaiteville 


Interest Groups 


Greeley Chamber of Commerce 
Bob Markley 

1407 8th Avenue 

Greeley, CO 


League of Women Voters 
Dr. Mary Louise Burum 
1818 23rd Avenue Court 
Greeley, CO 80631 


Colorado Education Association 
Audrey Springer 

333 Todd Avenue 

LaSalle, Colorado 80645 
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REGIONAL PLANNING GROUPS 


Region No. | 

Northeastern Colorado Council of Governments 
P.. 0. Box 1782 

Sterling, Colorado 80751 


Region No. 2 

Larimer-Weld Regional Council of Governments 
Room 201, 201 East 4th Street 

Loveland, Colorado 80537 (667-3288) 
Richard D. MacRavey, Director 


Region No. 3 

Denver Regional Council of Governments 
1776 South Jackson Street, Suite 200 
Denver, Colorado 80210 (758-5166) 


Region No. 5 

East Central Council of Governments 
Box 28 

Stratton, Colorado 80836 (348-5562) 
Maryjo M. Downey, Executive Director 
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STATE AND NATIONAL INTEREST GROUPS 


Conservation 


Environmental Defense Fund 
1130 Capitol Life Center 

16th and Grant Streets 
Denver, CO 80203 (623-8165) 


Nature Conservancy 
105 Palmer Drive 
Fort Collins, CO 80521 


Sierra Club (Rocky Mtn. Chapter) 
P. 0. Box 6312 Cherry Creek Sta. 
Denver, Colorado 80203 


Friends of the Earth 
Route 2, Box 437 
Evergreen, CO 80439 


Botany Club of Denver 
2560 South Washington 
Denver, Colorado 80210 


Denver Botanic Garden Assn. Inc. 
909 York 
Denver, Colorado 80206 


The Nature Conservancy, Colo. Chapter 
350 Ponca Place 
Boulder, Colorado 80303 


Rocky Mtn. Center on Environment (ROMCOE) 
4260 East Evans Avenue 
Denver, Colorado 80222 


The Wilderness Society 
G/0, Chitton ike Mernret 
4260 East Evans Avenue 
Denver, Colorado 80222 


Flora 


Colorado Federation of Garden Clubs 
3400 Otis 
Wheatridge, CO 80033 


Colorado Cactophiles 
National Cactus & Succulent Society 
of America 
C/O Mrs. F. L. Heacock, Affiliate Director 
1235 South Patton Court 
Denver, Colorado 80219 


Educational Institutions and Education Groups 


Colorado State University 
Environmental Corps 

P. 0. Box 304, Student Center 

Colorado State University 

Fort Collins, Colorado 80521 


Thorne Ecological Institute 
1229 University Avenue 
Boulder, Colorado 80302 


Environmental Resource Center 
Colorado State University 
Fort Collins, CO 80521 


Keep Colorado Beauti ful 
4260 East Evans Avenue 
Denver, Colorado 80222 


Environmental Action of Colorado 
University of Colorado, Denver Center 
1100 14th Street 

Denver, Colorado 80204 
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Fish and Wildlife 


Colorado Wildlife Federation lzaak Walton League of America, Inc. 
P. 0. Box 22193 (Colorado Division) 
Denver, Colorado 80212 7360 West 13th Avenue 


Denver, Colorado 80220 
Trout Unlimited 
4260 East Evans Avenue Rocky Mtn. Sportsman Federation 
Denver, Colorado 80222 P»0.. Box 52 

Westminster, CO 80030 
Colorado Sportsmen's Assn. 
Box 1005 National Wildlife Federation 
Adams City, CO 80022 7105 4lst 

Boulder, Colorado 80303 
Wildlife--2000 
One Executive Pk. Bldg, Suite 20 
Denver Technological Center 
7801 East Belleview Avenue 
Englewood, Colorado 80110 


Mineralogy 


"Rockhounds'' are interested in collecting specimens of minerals and rocks 
as a hobby or area of study. 


Ft. Collins Rockhound Club, Inc. Rocky Mtn. Fed. of Mineralogical Socs., Inc. 
P. 0. Box 240 C/O Robert Fairfiled, Chairman of Public 
Fort Collins, Colorado 80521 Lands Advisory Committee 


10689 Upton 
Northglenn, Colorado 80234 


Free-Flowing Rivers 


American Canoe Assn. Colorado Water Water Assn. 
4260 East Evans Avenue 2007 Mariposa 
Denver, Colorado 80222 Boulder, Colorado 80302 


Open Space and Special Landscapes 


Colo. Open Space Council (COSC) Rocky Mtn. Trail Association 
1742 Pearl Street 1465 Lucille Court 

Denver, CO 80203 Broomfield, CO 80020 
Colorado Mountain Club Mile-Hi Alpine Club 

1723 East 16th Avenue Route 1, Box 656 

Denver, Colorado 80218 Evergreen, Colorado 80439 


CU Wilderness Group 

Room 183-B 

University Memorial Center 
Boulder, Colorado 80020 
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Recreation - Parks and Camping 


American Camping Assn. 
1375 Delaware 
Denver, Colorado 80204 


National Recreation and Park Assn. 

1601 North Kent Street 

Arlington, Virginia 22209 
Recreation 


North American Snowmobile 
Federation 

4577 Eldorado Springs Dr. 

Boulder, Colorado 80302 


Recreational Use of Public 
Land 

C/O Robert L. Chadbourne 

320 East Uintah 

Colorado Springs, CO 80903 


American Motorcycle Assn. 
C/O James Nidiffer 

P. 0. Box 20064 

Denver, CO 80220 


Colo. Parks and Recreation Society 
1800 W. Littleton Blvd. 
Littleton, Colorado 80120 


National Conference on State Parks 
1700 Pennsylvania Avenue. N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006 


- Vehicular 


Rocky Mtn. Area Snowmobile Assn. 
PaO: Box 55 
Parshall, Colorado 80468 
Colo. Assn. of Snowmobile Clubs, Inc. 
Box 26153 - C/O Jerry Webb 


Denver, Colorado 80226 


National 4-Wheel Drive Association 
C/O Jim Hefner 

1740 East 17th Avenue 

Denver, Colorado 80218 


Legal Aspects - Environment 


Colo. Environmental Legal Services 
1325 Delaware Street 
Denver, CO 80204 


National Resources Defense 
Council, Inc. 

664 Hamilton Avenue 

Palo Alto, CA 94301 


or 


1710 N. Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 


Environmental Defenders, Inc. 
250 West 14th Avenue 


Denver, CO 80204 
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IV. DISTRICT ORGANIZATION 


Characteristics and backgrounds on this area and district organization 
have not been compiled to date. Briefly, the Northeast Resource Area 
became a part of the Canon City District two years ago in July 1973. 
At this time the old Glenwood Springs District, which the Northeast 
Resource Area had been a part of, was disbanded. Reasons for the re- 
organization included energy and recreation pressures. Prior to being 
a part of the Glenwood Springs District, the Denver Region was a part 
of the Denver District. 
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APPENDIX | 


County Data Sheets 


SOURCE: John S. Gilmore and Mary 


K. Duff. Policy Analysis for Rural 
Development and Growth Management 


in Colorado. Denver: Denver Re- 
search Institute, University of 
Denver, March 1973. 


-148- 








EXPLANATION OF COUNTY DATA SHEELS 


The 1970 population per the U.S. Census of Population. 
The percent change in population 1950-1960 and 1960-1970. 


Relative income, or this county's median family income as a percent of 
median family income for Colorado, per Census of Population. 


The percent of families with income below the poverty level per the 
1970 Census of Population. 


Labor participation rate, or percent of population employed, per Census 
of Population. 


Total employment of residents of the county per Census of Population. 


Unemployment as a percent of total civilian labor force per Census of 
Population. 


Per capita tax income to the State of Colorado is represented by the 
county sum of state income tax liability plus state sales tax collec- 
tions divided by the population. 


Per capita welfare costs to the state are the state's contribution of 
state funds (only) divided by population. 


Per capita education costs are total payments to school districts of 
state funds divided by population. 


This figure shows the surplus (S) or deficit (D) ot state taxes. collectea 
compared with education and welfare expenditures. 


The percentage of employed residents of the county in each of 10 sectors 
of the economy. (The parenthetical numbers are absolute numbers, in 
addition to the percentages.) 


This is a subjective statement of the first order determinants of change 
in population and economic activity. Agricultural employment almost 
invariably shows substantial decreases over the 1950-1970 period because 
of greater economic efficiency in agricultural production. This in- 
creased productivity was such that, given a constant production level 
between 1950 and 1970: 


employment in raising meat animals would have halved; 
employment in raising feed grains would decrease to one fifth; 


employment in raising hay would have halved; | 
employment in raising food grains would decrease to one third; 


according to Changes in Farm Production and Efficiency, USDA. 


In the same period, coal mining employment would similarly have dropped 
to about a third of its original level, with constant output. 


These increases in productivity have greatly affected employment and 
population in Colorado farming, ranching and coal mining counties. 
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ADAMS _ COUNTY 


County Seat: Brighton; population: 8,309 


Ge 


10. 


tes 


Las 


1970 population: 185,789 la. Percent change 1960-1970: 


54.4 


Percent change 195021960: 10970 


Median income as percent of state average: 1970: 108.9 
1960: 110.0 
Ae een 062 


Percent families below poverty level: 18.1 


Percent of population employed: 5. Actual employment: 
LO Os 73 1970: 695284 
EIO0 Tad 6 1960: 40,626 
19503 31-2 LISOFe 125 71 
Percent of labor force unemployed: 1970: 4.0 
T2OUe. Ja5 
LI50% 39 


Tax income to state: $101.15 


; Welfare costs to state: $9.03. 


Education costs to state: $71.19 


Per capita surplus or deficit: $20.93 § 


Percent employed by industry: 1970 1960 
agriculture 2.4 4.3 
mining 0.6 0.6 
construction fineo eee) 
manufacturing 1529 (3l33) Zine 
transportation tig hea ®, 12,0 
trade Cee Ziv 
services, including 

lodging and finance Ne) L350 
health services and 

other professions 23.0 4.9 
education ee 4.4 
public administration 2.9 Gre 


wWFrOoOUNWY 


Nw 


6 
ao 
8 


(1886) 


Agricultural employment declined somewhat, but manufacturing employees 
increased sevenfold and bedroom communities thrived as the Denver 


metropolitan area grew. 
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ARAPAHOE COUNTY 
County Seat; Littleton; population: 26,318 


1. 1970 population: 162,142 la. Percent change 1960-1970: 42.9 
Percent change 1950-1960: 117.6 


2. Median income as percent of state average: 1970: 126.2 
: 1960:° 123.5 
1950: "107.9 


3. Percent families below poverty level: 4.6 


4. Percent of population employed: 5. Actual employment: 
1970: 39.2 1970: 63,500 
1960: 35.4 1960: 40,168 
1950: 35.0 1950: 18,238 
6. Percent of labor force unemployed: 1970: 2.8 
1960: 3.5 
1950: 3.2 


7. Tax income to state: $151.74 
8. Welfare costs to state: $5.35 
9. Education costs to state: $73.95 


10. Per capita surplus or deficit: $72.54 S 


11. Percent employed by industry: 1970 1960 1950 
agriculture dod. Nags 7.2 
mining L36 'Eaal Dies 
construction 6.4 8.2 120 
transportation hese Want ie) 
manufacturing iy Ns as 3) Lyf 
trade 250) Looe yaaa) 
services, including 

lodging and finance 15.8 14.9 13.4 
health services and ° 
other professions 1 rr ino 5.8 
education Te) 5.0 3.7 
public administration Sy ego! 6.0 


12. Typical of Denver metropolitan area growth. Manufacturing grew steeply 
in the 1950's (Martin - Denver) and eased. Trades and services have 
continually grown with suburbanization. Relative income is high. 
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BOULDER COUNTY 


County Seat: Boulder; population: 60,870 


i 


Nige 


Lie 


pares 


Manufacturing employees living in Boulder County increased ninefold, 


1970 population: 131,889 la. Percent change 1960-1970: 
Percent change 1950-1960: 
Median income as percent of state average: 1970: 117.2 
196033 10546 
1950: 94.2 
. Percent families below poverty level: 5.6 
Percent of population employed: 5. Actual employment: 
4970203950 1970: 53,482 
L960 330.9 1960: 27,382 
1L950:53733.5 1950: 16,160 
Percent of labor force unemployed: 1970: 4.4 
1960s. 1 
1950: 6.7 

Tax income to state: $126.59 

Welfare costs to state: $7.63 

Education costs to state: $48.72 

Per capita surplus or deficit: $70.24 § 

Percent employed by industry: 1970 1960 1950 
agriculture 158 ans 11.4 
mining 0.6 1.1 3x0 
construction Daw oro Sica 
manufacturing Zils 0 Poce Aone 
transportation ee) Dek 6.2 
trade 18.0 ie yy 20.4 
services, including 

lodging and finance 1279 Lous, Toes 
health services and 

other professions LOS ieee SG 
education LS.3 14.8 14.8 
public administration Skye! 6.6 Sie) 


1950-1970. Educational employment boomed as the University grew. 


Boulder also became more of a bedroom community for the Denver metro 


area. Relative income went up substantially. 
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CLEAR: CREEK COUNTY 





County Seat: Georgetown; population: 542 


1. 1970 population: 4,819 la. Percent change 1960-1970: 72.5 
Percent change 1950-1960: -15.1 


2. Median income as percent of state average: 1970: 101.4 


1960: 88.5 
49502-9365 
3. Percent families below poverty level: 5.7 
4. Percent of population employed: 5. Actual employment: 
1970: 42.2 LO7O. 187 
1960: 39.0 1960: 1,088 
1950: 32.6 195001 220 
6. Percent of labor force unemployed: 1970: Ae 
1960: 4.5 
1950: 4.2 


7. Tax income to state: $109.77. 
8. Welfare costs to state: $13.00 
9. Education costs to state: $30.28 


10. Per capita surplus or deficit: $66.49 S 


11.| Percent employed by industry: 1970 1960 1950 
agriculture i20 26 3.6 
mining L324 525 925 
construction lea 1 20R7 
manufacturing Gay Lae 4.7 
transportation ie) 955 7232 
trade 20.4 2k 24.3 
services, including 

lodging and finance A fs 20.0 1629 
health services and 

other professions 5.0 Lik 3.4 
education 528 6.3 4.5 
public administration ra 5.4 SN, 


12. Mining, construction and tourism all grew between 1960 and 1970 to double 
the county's population. Natural resources and proximity to Denver 
accounted for this growth. 
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‘DENVER COUNTY 





County Seat: Denver 


i 


10. 


pale 


12. 


_ 1970 population: 514,678 la. Percent change 1960-1970: +4.2 


Percent change 1950-1960: +18.8 


+ 


Median income as percent of state average: 1970: 101.0 


L960. 2101 
19502710558 
Percent families below poverty level: 9.4 
Pércent of population employed: 5. Actual employment: 
1970: 41.3 19702 2127695 
1960: 39.8 1960: 196;383 
1950: 40.2 1950: 167,218 
Percent of labor force unemployed: 1970: gg 
196023 a7 
1950: 4.1 
Tax income to state: $165.65 
Welfare costs to state: $17.51 
Education costs to state: $26.37 
Per capita surplus or deficit: $121.77 S 
Percent employed by industry: 1970 1960 1950 
agriculture O27 0.8 O59 
mining 1.0 0.8 US 
construction apy | aaa din 
manufacturing 14.9 18.0 LGinw 
transportation weg Ft dal 
trade 2520 Zi SS 
services, including 
lodging and finance ALBcO 6.20 jy Pe 
health services and 
other professions Loe 9.4 8.0 
education 8.0 Sal 3.9 
public administration Gard Fe Tae 


Growth has been physically constrained by contiguous incorporated suburbs. 
There has been substantial white out-migration to suburbs, and in-migration 
by blacks and browns. Relative income dropped, 1950-1970. However, Denver 
is the core of the fast growing Derver Metropolitan Area, a beneficiary of 


the national trend toward urbanization and of the area's attracting power 
for in-migration. 
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DOUGLAS COUNTY 





County Seat: Castle Rock; population: 1,531 


1. 1970 population: 8,407 | la. Percent change 1960-1970: +74.6 
Percent change 1950-1960: +37.3 


2. Median income as percent of state average: 1970: 115.3 





F960: 89.2 
1950; 88.1 
3. Percent families below poverty level: 8.2 
4. Percent of population employed: 5. Actual employment: 
1970: 37.9 19702,°3520/7 
1960: 34.1 1960: 1,643 
1950373826 19502-14352" 
6. Percent of labor force unemployed: 1970: 3.1 
19602" eZ 
19505 126 
7. Tax income to state: $106.32 
8. Welfare costs to state: $6.88 
9, Education costs *~ state: SLT au 
10. Per capita surplus or deficit: $22.13 5 
11. Percent employed by industry: 1970 1960 1950 
agriculture Lie Tek 360) 173 40.2 (540) 
mining Lao One) Or% 
construction B22 (394) eo Peace) 
manufacturing el (519) 24.0 L522 
transportation bos 8.9 Gry 
trade 15.0 iar LOeu 
services, including 
lodging and finance [2a 500) 8.3 iG 
health services and 
other professions a6 4.4 211 
education 19.6 (343) 4.8 ge G51) 
public administration 459 Gas 4.0 


12. Agricultural employment has declined and manufacturing has increased but 
the main change has been the new identity of Douglas County as a resi- 
dential community with relatively massive increases in residents employed 
in construction, education, and real estate-financial employment. Rela- 
tive income is up to a level typical cf Denver's suburban counties. 
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ELBERT COUNTY 


County Seat: Kiowa; population: 235 


1. | 2970 vpopulaetons.635503 la. Percent change 1960-1970: 


nee S 


Percent change 1950-1960: -17.2 


2. Median income as percent of state average: 


3. Percent families below poverty level: 11.1 
4. Percent of population employed: Be 
19702239 .0 
1960: 37.9 
1950: 36.4 
6. Percent of labor force unemployed: 1970: 
1960: 
EOS0. 
7. Tax income to state: $49.55 
8. Welfare cects to state: $19.81 
9. Education costs to state: $69.80 


10. Per capita surplus or deficit: $40.05 D 


ll. Percent employed by industry: 1970 


agriculture 374 (570) 
mining Lines 
construction 8.4 \ 
manufacturing 220 
transportation 338 
trade Sez 
services, including 

lodging and finance PIERS) 


health services and 

other professions Ze6 
education hes 
public administration J.6 


Orr 
° e e 


LONG te (la 
P9603 2627a1 
bo SUze Oy 4 


Actual employment: 


1970 dso 
1960: 1,406 
1950: 1,630 


ho 


a 
\o 


4 


QO. 
aN 
5. 


Pwr oo ~ 


0 


(630) 6 


Wo 
OW an 


(1,068) 


12. Agricultural employment almost halved 1950-1970; in the late 60's the 
economy stabilized with increased local service employment. 
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GILPIN COUNTY 





County Seat: Central City; population: 228 


ke 1970 -popiidation=.» 1/272 la. Percent change 1960-1970: aoe ke | 
Percent change 1950-1960: -19.4 


2. Median income as percent of state average: 1970: 76.6 


1960: ; 
1950: - 
3. Percent families below poverty level: 12.7 
4. Percent of population employed: 5. Actual employment: 
ESTOS 3274 1970: 389 
1960: 39.0 1960: 4267 
19505":3657 1950:8372 
6. Percent of labor force unemployed: 1970: 5.1 
13602 $266 
1950s 1098 
7. Tax income to state: $85.38 
8. Welfare costs to state: $16.35 
9. Education costs to state: $4.48 
10. Per capita surplus or deficit: $64.55 S 
ll. Percent employed by industry: 1970 1960 1950 
agriculture 0.0 4.1 6.4 
mining 0.0 4.1 959 
construction bE ee £071 20.8 
manufacturing | 1047 4.8 4.5 
transportation 6.4 10.8 ie 
trade 16.4 PSs: 22.8 
services, including 
lodging and finance 21. o LOsg 6.1 
health services and 
other professions Spa 0.0 1.6 
education Lie ak 11.6 Orr 
public administration Fiss Lae Tt 


12. Recreation-related service employmen: picked up in the 1960's, 


ma by 


JEFFERSON COUNTY 
County Seat: Golden; population: 9,817 


1... 1970\populationtine.233 5032 la. Percent change 1960-1970: +82.7 
Percent change 1950-1960: +129.0 


2. Median income as percent of state average: 1970: 126.1 
1960: 124.6 
19502 t1073 


3. Percent families below poverty level: 4.1 


ie Percent of population employed: 5. Actual employment: 
1970: 40.8 19/0's6952000 
1960: 3861 T1960: 48,527 
1950: 35.9 1950s TO ol 
6. Percent of labor force unemployed: 1970: 2.9 
196074237 
OSC a 21.6 
7. Tax income to state: $140.37 
8. Welfare costs to state: $3.85 
9. Education costs to state: $59.38 
10. Per capita surplus; or deficits 677-14 °S 
ll. Percent employed by industry: 1970 1960 1950 
agriculture be Zink Sra 
mining Lee Let 0.7 
construction TiS oc 13.0 
manufacturing 17.4 19:9 Lon6 
transportation Fae: SG 10.8 
trade 22.9 20.9 212 
services, including ~ 
lodging and finance 14.9 14.4 Land 
health services and 
other professions 9.3 6.8 5.4 
education 8.9 Cus seo 
public administration P36 8.0 fi At 


12. Denver Metro Area growth is typified here.. 
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County Seat: Fort Collins; 


ig. 


10. 


i 


12. 


LARIMER COUNTY 


1970 population: 89,900 


population: 43,337 


la. Percent change 1960-1970: +55 65 
Percent change 1950-1960: 422.5 


Median income as percent of state average: 1970: 93.9 


1960: 86.5 
199052699 
Percent families below poverty level: 9.4 
Percent of population employed: 5. Actual employment: 
1970: 37.9 1970: 34,094 
£96026 365 3 2260219 -319 
1950: 34.8 BI50 E115 4171 
Percent of labor force unemployed: 1970: 5.4 
E9602) -405 
1950:°4.9 
Tax income to state: $104.10 
Welfare costs to state: $10.72 
Education costs to state: S45.51 
Per capita surplus or deficit: $47.87 5 
Percent employed by industry: 1970 1960 1950 
agriculture bso 2167) Lie 18.6 (2765) 
mining O23 0.6 0.3 
construction AAU IC2450) 8.9 14.5 (2193) 
dam bldg. 
manufacturing ES alei(5175) is 0 8.0 (1221) 
transportation 4.4 G2 Sn 2 
trade 1920 18.9 18.7 
services, including 
lodging and finance 1320 ye! 14.4 
health services and 
other professions 2.46 ee 4.0 
education 20.5 (6995) 14.0 MOO 1 521) 
public administration 4.1 4.5 4.3 


A prosperous agricultural economy (augmented in 1950 by Reclamation con- 
Struction) has grown rapidly, with fourfold increases in residents 
Supported by manufacturing and education. 
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MORGAN COUNTY 


County Seat: Fort Morgan; population: 7;594 
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ie 


Ley 


1970 population: 20,105 la. 


Median income as percent of state average: 


Percent change 1960-1970: 
Percent change 1950-1960: 


19 70SR/ 90 


E960 8209 
1950: 85.4 


Percent families below poverty level: 14.3 


Percent of population employed: 


5. Actual employment: 


19703475497 
PES AC va tila 
1950: 6,590 


jIAo WA 8 Seve We lone 
P00 | soos 
19507 3655 
Percent of labor force unemployed: 1970: 3.2 
LGGO ss oo 
LO 50s a2. 5 
Tax income to state: $102.08 
Welfare costs to state: $21.97 
Education, costs EO state: sS50..73 
Per capita surplus or deficits “52923868 
Percent employed by industry: 1970 1960 
agriculture fen) (1668) 2055 
mining Peoe (2225 4.8 
construction 520 136 
manufacturing Su4- (634) 4.7 
transportation 6.7 I Sows 
trade 2h cad Pa es 
Services, ineludinge 
lodging and finance Loe Lie? 
health services and 
other professions ar 4.6 
education f26 5.6 
public administration sie) 4s 
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to. | 
13 


(2702) 
(20) 


(405) 


The decline in agriculture (cattle feeding and beet growing) employment 
Oil employment had dropped by 


in the 50's was’ offset by oil activity. 
1970, but food processing was growing. 
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WELD COUNTY 


County Seat: 


Ls 


10s 


ia 


hits 


19/0 populations =895297 


Greeley; population: rom 


902 


la. Percent change 1960-1970: 423.4 


Percent change 1950-1960: 


Median income as percent of state average: 


Percent families below poverty level: 11.9 


Percent of population employed: 


TITUS G071 53 
MISOs SIH 
195072 5250 


Percent of labor force unemployed: 1970: 


Tax income to state: $94.72 
Welfare cost to state: $18.34 
Education cost to state: $50.55 
Per capita surplus or deficit: 
Percent employed by industry: 


agriculture 

mining 

construction 

manufacturing 

transportation 

trade 

services, including 
lodging and finance 

health services and 
other professions 

education 

public administration 


Although agricultural employment 
both manufacturing and education 
tain substantial growth. 


1960: 
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Actual employment: 
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1960: 
1950: 
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33,341 
24,929 
22,035 
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(252) 
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(very diversified) halved 1950-1970, 
employment more than tripled to sus- 
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This intern report was read and accepted by a staff member at: 
Agericy: Bureau of Land Management 


: 700 Colorado State Bank Building 1600 Broadway 
EMS. Denver, Colorado 80202 


This report was completed by a WICHE intern. This intern's project 
was part of the Resources Development Internship Program administered by 
the Western Interstate Commission for Higher Education (WICHE). 

The purpose of the internship program is to bring organizations 
involved in community and economic development, environmental problems and 
the humanities together with institutions of higher education and their 
Students in the West for the benefit of all. 

For these organizations, the intern program provides the problem- 
solving talents of student manpower while making the resources of univer- 
Sities and colleges more available. For institutions of higher education, 
the program provides relevant field education for their students while 
building their. capacity for problem-solving. 

WICHE is an organization in the West uniquely suited for sponsoring 
Such a program. It is an interstate agency formed by the thirteen western 
States for the specific purpose of relating the resources of higher educa- 
tion to the needs of western citizens. WICHE has been concerned with a 
broad range of community needs in the West for some time, insofar as they 
bear directly on the well-being of western peoples and the future of 
higher education in the West. WICHE feels that the internship program is 
one method for meeting its obligations within the thirteen western states. 
In its efforts to achieve these objectives, WICHE appreciates having 
received the generous support and assistance of the Economic Development 
Administration; the Jessie Smith Noyes Foundation; the National Endowment 
for the Humanities; the Wyoming Office of Manpower Planning; and of 
innumerable local leaders and community organizations, including the agency 
that sponsored this intern project. 


For further information, write Bob Hullinghorst, Director, Resources 
Development Internship Program, WICHE, P.O. Drawer 'P', Boulder, Colorado 
80302 or call (303) 492-7177. 
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